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| IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
| FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

if 
| 


, JULIUS W. HOBSON, et al., : 

it 

{ 

| We : Civil Action No. 82-66 
| 

i CARL F. HANSEN, et al., : 

| ; Defendants. : 


\ AFFIDAVIT OF BENJAMIN J. HENLEY 
iH : 
- DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 
‘| 


Benjamin J. Henley, being duly sworn.on oath,, deposes and says that 
4 


ihe is the Acting Superintendent of the District of Columbia Public School’ 
'Systen; and that he has served in such capacity for one and a half years.: 


Prior to his appointment as Acting Superintendent, he served the 


‘District of Columbia Public School System.in the following capacities: 


i Bre Mos. | 
| : 
PVeputy and Vice Superintendenttoreichools =--2-----<=-= fy %3 9 mos. 
Assistant Superintendent - Urban Service Corps ------- 6 yrs. | 
Director - Language Arts ----------------------------- 9 mos. 
i Program for Culturally Disadvantaged children 
1 ss ? 
\ | 
. Principal, Regular elementary school ~----~--~-~-------- layT | 
4 

: Special elementary school ------------~--------- 13yrs8". . | 
if Bas i 
i 
@Teacher ~*Recular le lementaryeschooterades S=—72-=--=—-—=- 47, yirs* : 
i - Special class for overaged, slow learning 
i Pe ee Oy i ra a Oy G. 
i ~ Summer school for retarded, overage and i 
: accelerated children ------~--------~-—------ 7 summers 


2 


In each of these capacities his service was devoted to children ee 
eaee disabilities, children who were culturally disadvantaged, and | 
Peiilaren who were in need of special supportive services. He developed 
|experimental programs in an effort to solve Syed eae problems which, 
| .@ i 
» if proven successful, would become a permanent part of the school system, 
: Histduties*as Vice Scnerimtenc ne were described as having "overall 


| responsibility’ for the. daily operations of the school system."’ In that 


{ : ; ‘ . ; Fi ; 
capacity, he has been responsible for monitoring the system's compliance 


mwitt the Wright Decree. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Court, dated July 16, 1970, the 


=e 


Acting Superintendent and his staff have compiled the information 
requested by the Court with regard to the perpupil expenditures for 
the Elementary Schools in the District of Columbia. 

‘Part iL ee this report reflects the following data with regard 


to per pupil expenditures. 


, compensatory education and to provide as nearly as possible equal 


a“ 


| 7 

Part II of the report reflects the programs designed to offer 
| 

i 


, PART I 


| School System is submitting the following data for each of its 


i 


j 
f 
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Ze 
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steps and programs have been itemized as to each Elementary School and 


‘the amounts and sources of the funds used have been detailed. 


In compliance with the request of the Court, the De CoaPrubsie 


; elementary schools: 
i 


educational opportunities to all school children. ‘The costs of these 


oe 


t 


Name of school 


Income level of the neighborhood from the Patest 
available United States census data 


Average daily membership | - 


Total expenditures from the regular District of Columbia 
congressional appropriation only 


Per pupil expenditures from the regular D. C. congressional 
appropriation only 


Total expenditures from impact aid funds 
Per pupil expenditures from impact aid funds 


Total expenditures from United Planning Organization 
funds 


Per pupil expenditures from United Planning Organization 
funds 


Total expenditures under Title I of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 


Per pupil expenditures under Title I of the ESEA of 1965 


Total of all other expenditures 
Total of all expenditures from all sources 


Per pupil expenditures from all sources 
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An analysis of this data seems to refute the allegation that 
discrimination on the basis of economic’status persists. Rather, what 


does show is this -- that there are fundamental reasons, for the most 


P 
disparities and which make adherence to the request of the plaintiffs 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| The major variables affecting per pupil expenditure are: 


- School size 
‘ - Over:or under capacity 


‘| ~ Pupil teacher ratios 


- Special Classes 

- Salaries and benefits of officers 

- Salaries “and benefits of teachers 

-~ Salaries and benefits of para professionals 
-~ Salaries and benefits of custodians 

- Fixed building costs 

~ Repair and Maintenance costs 

- Vandalism -. theft 

- Population shifts 

- Textbooks - supplies 


i School size 


i 
In schools where there is a large pupil membership there is likely 
| 


' to be a smaller per pupil expenditure. .Using a rank correlation method 


‘land ranking all of our elementary schools a coefficient of -.55 was 


obtained. This negative correlation implies an indirect relationship 
between per pupil expenditure and average daily membership which we 
' consider highly significant. 


Enrollment-Capacity Comparison 


| The tables below give a rather significant insight -intomthe 
| . 


| variable which may affect the level of per pupil expenditure. In the 


bien per capita expenditure group ten of the eleven elementary schools 


| 


5 


'had enrollments under building capacity. In the low expenditure group 
. | 
‘ten of eleven schools have enrollments significantly over-building 


capacity. 


art beyond the school system's control, which contribute to expenditure | 


for a 5% range a devastating requirement in terms of personnel transfers 


| 
| 


| 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
In 2024 with funding from 
Digitization funded by a generous grant from the National Endowment for the Humanities. 


https://archive.org/details/box8_correspondence_3 


oe | 


Fiscal Year 1968 - Enrollment/Capacity Comparison 


Z4Building 


} es 
| ee ZBuilding Building Capacity 
choo Enrollment Capacity Capacity ne gee 
Bundy : 302 50.3 600 - 49.7 
| Edmonds~Peabody 529 80.2 Te 66 0a -~ 19.8 
|Seaton-Perry 515 ep hog ety 810 - 36.4 
i 
1 eae 
_ Morgan & Annex 667 88.9 10a a aaa 
i wa? 5 
“Bruce shy! ARES ea 510 aloe. 
i 
i 
patna canst 682 84 a2 -@ 810 a 5 a 
Ho ; ‘ 
_ Hardy-Key 485 Lia 630 - 23.0 
i ea 
‘Blow-Pierce 449 Bo .0maas 510 ~ 12.0 
! ) 
'Mann-Stoddert _ 423 oe Tite) 600 = 29.5 
_ Sumner- rtp Bs 
,|Stevens~Grant 634 aw rcle - 1140 - = 44,4 
| Fillmore- 
.Hyde-Jackson 453 brstoak 780 - 41.9 


Ht 
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Enrollment-Capacity 


| Fiscal Year 1968 - Enrollment/Capacity Comparison 


“Low Expenditure Group 


. . 4Building 
i ZBuilding Building Capacity 
“School Enrollment Capacity Capacity wk te 
“McGogney 1428” GR 1056 Toe 
1 

“Hendley 1344 1121.3 1056 + 27.3 
“Young 1493 155.5 960 + 55.5 
‘Garfield 1102 Wile 780 + 41.3 
\ 

‘Kimball 1345 127 ee 1056 + 27.4 
i 

‘Greene 1343 eile? 1166 AP 
\Draper 1441 15750 918 . + 57.0 
4 é 

“Congress Heights 

“and Annex 855 Wise. 480 Decl 
'orr-Randle . 

‘Highlands 839 Laon 540 ae ste! 
i 

‘Nichols Avenue Bed, 68.1 480 een te 


" 


iMoben 1215 128.2 948 + 28.2 
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The problem of our capacity in the low expenditure group cannot 


- 
: 
| 


‘be solved even if we forced busing to under capacity schools west of 
| Rock Creek Park because there is not enough space available to 
| 


(CoS all of the children who would then be bused. , However, 


busing has, as shown elsewhere in this document, offered a degree of 


| 


| temporary velieto 


e 


! 


: The table submitted by the plaintiffs, Per Capita Expenditure Per 
;Pupil in Selected D. C. Elementary Schools, Fiscal Year 1968, as 


-.evidence of gross disparities in per pupil expenditures among schools 
i , 
‘in the District is greatly misleading and presents a distorted picture 


of the resource distribution. (this table J4sts and depicts in bar- 
graph form the eleven highest and the eleven lowest per capita 
expenditure elementary school administrative units, leaving out of the 


overall picture the 91 remaining units in the system (except for median 


and average expenditure figures). There are a number of other factors 


} . 


i : : 
which contribute to the particular level of expenditure among these 


f 


i 
“schools from both low and high groups. 


ae | 


Of the eleven schools in the high per capita expenditure group 
six are inner-city schools (Bundy, Edmonds~Peabody , Seaton-Perry, 

ore and Annex, Bruce), four are from the west of Rock Creek paukt 
econ wougyoestedaeees and Fillmore) and one (Sumleréstevansscuan™) 
lwnich draws the majority of its enrollment from pockets of poor 


‘neighborhoods in the Dupent Circle area of the Northwest. Of these 


‘eleven the five highest per capita expenditure schools are the inner- 
j . 

‘city ones of Bundy, Edmonds-Peabody, Seaton-Perry, Morgan and Annex 
| 


“and Bruce. 


An analysis of common factors attributable to these five schools. 


‘reveals that with the exception of Bruce all have enrollments signifi- 


cantly under building capacity, all have a number of special program 
| 
‘features, with the exception of Edmonds-Peabody, and all are relatively 


‘small-sized. None of these schools show a disproportionately high 


if 

‘ratio of permanent to temporary teachers (a factor which is supposed 
ii 

to be significant in higher per capita expenditure schools). Under 
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enrollment in relation to building capacity, special program features 


and building size are all factors which contribute to the higher level 


of per capita expenditure. 
Bundy, .in addition to being a small school and under-enrolled in 


relation to building capacity, was serving as a small, special school 


aa nn a a 


| 
fe the Model School Division which handled children with special 
| prob lems in experimental] programs. A number of special teachers with 


.no specific classroom responsibilities were assigned to the school to 
, work with all the children. These additional teachers, coupled with 
the other factors, contributed to the very high per capita expenditure 
for Bundy. There can be no dispute about the MULES Ceca value of 
Thess special classes for the children involved. 


Edmonds~Peabody is another school with the single outstanding 


i 


‘factor of under-enrollment to building capacity. It had no special 


| program; nor did it have an unusually high concentration of permanent 


i 


‘| 
_ teaching staff. 


4 


i 
4 
41 


i Seaton-Perry is an administrative unit which illustrates a number 


‘of associated factors that distort its per capita expenditure. Small 
i P 

‘building size and under-enrollment in relation to building capacity are 
4 


inoteworthy. A number of special programs were also operated at Perry. 


a 
'" 


i. In sChbia Gee the Lixed costeLactor7at Perry-~seaton 1s distorted py tite 
Tee that Perry has a Aiten@pressare heating plant which has a signifi- 
“cantly higher maintenance and operation cost than the regular heating 

‘plants in other elementary schools. Moreover, Perry's heating plant 


is physically tied to Simmons Elementary School, but all the costs are 
: : é 


allocated to Perry. Seaton is a separate building with its own heating 


plant. So, in effect, the operational maintenance of three schools 
. 


“are identified in one school account, greatly contributing to the high 


‘per capita expenditure figure. 
: ‘ 
The Morgan and Annex per capita expenditure figure is distorted 


t 


by the same fixed cost factor of two separate building operations 


| 


‘charged to one account. In addition, Morgan and Annex were under- 


‘enrolled in relation to building capacity and had a number of special 


| 


sear W pins) ft 
7 


i iP lle: teal oatse Tianhe o 


| 


a) he 
. foodie lo? 32505 : : 5 a <i saiv4 e 


ee p 6 


lob arora eee 


. 
@ i : _ 7 
eth patauan , | Er aT “lara fo Sita ee ane arae | 
aes 7 
av 


~ gw ibrreas 2 2iq } jog 20a this ds 


to Pav TGs Uteity Sn; ewes =ehAT eon 197 | 


: th Pat AY aol paeseals Lé) 2278 eeonJ 


paispqn 2b ebodsiTa~sbahyibs 


; us 
- 


(=~) aes eee 
9 
wT 


Tei aqq on bs) id C2 JYromiiospre-feSrti- 76 +6408) 


=) 
7 PHEEEEIOS 10) | . i’ 6 SvSd Si-btb Tan :mnrgo8g 
wh eteet@ Seatisos 
T . 
@ 
° > Sea oe ga) tiinhy meal 274-10 IA92 
: 
: i fagee, eB Tita es i cdo, aetejgas7? hetifsowzt 16 
* SPR VitSagés girth! [forgostebad bas ssta snbb! fud 
— - 1 
SF TEs OH bv di1 9 20") LooGe 20 Fourua fh TnI 70ep Jon 
Sao es Sosi67e: ‘A 207 bax? sift? packs isba ni 
~ ; 
Stigie 8 25 . . | acery datd p- esd vrreT tals Joo) 
Ini meinisnewnaid vine. 
vb ootae vittisnels galgo ni ciel, 
ere 2 LB Sird it snout at hertqytiastaydy 4) 
. m7 7 _ - 
| a > aS 
uTwo | OIhea- »Cttat Gt bysioolts 


7 > 2 


Se owe it: !- nar herse add. Yr58 
: > 


feet OeWeat Stal )! Pes 1iia3 795. tar 
f 


AIST arty Vidi qtkwngad OF in te ” 


eee Vie OEE $21 yen ia | ih i 


- 


7 : 
eo sot ey lisée 
= YY eee - 


ani 


programs operating as part of its community-controlled policies. 
Bruce was part of the Model School Division and Sea Signiti= 
cant Elementary and Secondary Education Act monies. ereee Hardy, 
Stoddert and Fillmore are all relatively small-sized schools and all 
had enrollments under building capacity. Paine in addition, had 
the maintenance charges of Jackson and Hyde added to the cost. 
Blow-Pierce, two relatively small-sized schools, had enrollments 


under their building capacity and received a significant amount of 


Elementary and Secondary Education Act monies. Sumner-Stevens-Grant 
al : . 


are three small schools tied into one administrative unit. The fixed 


4 
i 
! 
: 


‘cost factor of maintaining three separate maintenance and heating 


plant operations, charged to one account, alone is enough to distort 


was also under enrolled in relation to building capacity. 
_In contrast and comparison, all eleven schools in the low 
expenditure group have factors which contribute to distort their per 


capita pupil expenditure figures. All of these schools are located in 


' 
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the Anacostia and Northeast areas of the city, the area having had the 
greatest population influx in the past decade. With the exception of 


{ 


Nichols Avenue, all the schools in this group operated with enrollments 


(Pigsie pr above building capacity. McGogney (the lowest per capita 
| 


t 


| pupil expenditure school) and Greene had the additional factor of being 
inew schools, opened in 1966, contributing to their lower levels of 


i expenditure. 
I 


, 


| Pupil-Teacher Ratio —— Class Size 
| A significant variable effecting the level of per capita expenditure 


is the pupil-professional ratio. Obviously, the greater the pupil- 


ry 
' 


: ; bt ike : 
By examining the material which is being submitted, it is evident 


professional ratio the smaller the per pupil expenditure. 


) 


| 
1 
i 
\ 


that there has been a leveling of pupil professional ratios across the 


elementary school division. In overcrowded school areas, in order to 
i ‘ 


| 


accommodate children, the system has had to increase class size with a 


-iresultant increase in pupil-professional ratio. Even here this has 
1 
| been overcome somewhat by the use of volunteers, reading aids, other 
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the per capita pupil expenditure. In addition, this administrative unit ;: 
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para-professional personnel, busing and the opening of demountable build-| 


ings. 


Special education classes are particularly expensive because of 
their small size, their use of special Be materials and their 
aces need for more space per pupil served. 
Lemee erative Costs 


| 


Small schools present problems in the area of administrative .costs. 


For SS small schools such as the Bundy (186) or those adminis—- | 
(155), Jackson (138) and Hyde (135) have assigned to them a principal 
| 


i 

: 

; ' Pa 

ee units ee overall small schools sucheas the Fillmore 

: 

i 

i 

(and an administrative aide. Thus results if a much greater per pupil 


administrative cost than that in large schools such as the Davis CE564)5 


McGogney (1512) or Stanton (1287) even though in these latter schools 


By law, there are variations in the salaries of principals. Those 


lone are assigned to large complex units receive a higher salary, than 


| 

| 

i : 
| 
[there are assistant principals. 16 
: 

| 

| 


ithose assigned to small schools, but even so, this does not significantly. 


eens administrative costs. 


\Fixed Bh eine COsts 
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| Significantly, in terms of fixed cost factors of building 


|operation and maintenance, eight of eleven schools in the following 
: 
‘group are extremely large and as a consequence, have lower per capita 

ii | 
if 


a 
nun sqeremerenes 1 inno ssnngnnceny eect EO 


~ expenditures. As the table below tends to show it is less expensive, 
ij ; | 
i 

Min terms of per capita expenditures, to maintain and operate a large 
f 


In FY 68 custodial service was based on the 
requirements of the heating plan plus square 
foot area of the building. Now it is based on 
size, facilities, and use. The capacity in 
the cases below seem to have a relation to 
size. 


| 
“ building than it is a small one. 
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Estimated Cost Capacity 
Of CustodlalmelysccGmrupis FY 68 Per ADM 
2 Positions a/ Capacity Cost ADM Pupil Cost 
| McGogney =32.970 ee OSGemies le 2mm 35 28/ 2637 
Hendley | 37,304 1, O56mmeS 5532 ele5 2722 24.43 
Congress Heights 30 ,316b/ 480° 63.15" | 901.2 33704 
Young 31,804 Nai SEK) > GRSPERE 20.87 
| Kimball 32,705 1,056 30.97 1,318.8 24.80 
Garfield 28,106 780 36.03 1,067.6 269a3 
Nichols Avenue 18,167 ety ehgse,  eilay 24.85 
Green 376304 ewe 116 mos AS eel S00 6 ae 
Orr | 13,408 300 44.69 371.4 36.10 
Draper | 28,106 918 30.62 1,394.0 20.16 
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POPULATION ~SHIFTS 


Demographic analysis reveals a significant loss of white. 


populations in certain areas of the city during the last ten years-- 


‘notably from Anacostia, and the far Northwest area east of Rock Creek 


Park. Concomitantly, public housing developments and inner city 
migration to the Northeast and Anacostia sky-rocketed the school-age 


population in these areas. Neither the public schools nor any other 


cal ; 
government agency has been able to meet the public services requirements 


of these new population concentration areas. 
ee i ; 
The evidence for these assertions is dramatically illustrated by 


public school enrollment data. 


The elementary school population in the District of Columbia 


Public Schools in the school year 1969-1970 was 94.4% black, 5.6% white. . 


Elementary schools in the District which had a white majority were: 


Table 7A; Elementary 1970 


% of Whites to Building 
School. No. of Whites Total Enrollment Capacity 
Eaton-Hearst 514 S61) Sa ihs 810 
Janney 375 463 81.0 600 - 
Key-Hardy - 228 428 FSi 53) 630 — 
re . 713 736 (96.9. 690 
Mann-Stoddert 301 383 18.6 600 
Murch — | 576 e625 92.2 - 600 
Oyster-Military Road S718 314 69.4 270 


By comparison, in 1965 the population in the District elementary 
gchools was’ 10.5% white, 89.5% black. "Elementary schools in the 


i ¢ 
District which had a white majority were: 
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In 1960 the racial composition showed 19.4% white, 80.6% black. 


wa 
Elementary schools which had a white majority were: 


Table C: Elementary - 1960 
School No. of Whites pease eer cent Cee 
Eaton-Hearst eyo, 554 She 830 
pannet 512 519 98.7 610 
Hardy-Key 343 345 99.4. 680 
Tareyet te 695 695 100.0 700 
Mann-Stoddert 487 490 99.4 650 
Murch 750 ‘751 99.9 710 
Oyster-Adams 362 705 Silkoss) 910 


Table B; Elementary = 1965 ; 
School No. of Whites A Ne eee Canaeate 
Eaton-Hearst 560 | | 614 91.2 830 
‘Janney 479 ysoe © Gave 610 
Hardy—Key 330 339 9773 680 
Lafayette 706 710 99.4 700 
Mann-Stoddert 440 “Aah 99.1 650 
Murch 654 660 99.1 710 


Total Racial Comparison 1960, 1965, 1970 


Tap Les. 
1969-70 Population in elementary schools 9302 10 
White 5320 oe O7 
Black 88,069 94.4% 
1964-65 Population in elementary schools 89,719 
White 9 445.5 10.57% 
Black 80,274 89.5% 
1959-60 Population in elementary schools Vir ege 
White 15509 leant 9547, 
Black 622/26 30.04 
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These tables illustrate a part.of the demographic story. The 


‘loss of the white population from these public schools is a new-loss, 


which epce cates that the area west of Rock Creek Park has essentially 


Reese SS | its See). racial dptecuity because the small Black 
| antlux to these schools is primarily related to pasetne not to 
|restdentiat og 

| In summary, the new y loss of white rudente from the District's 
‘seca elementary schools has been of such significant proportion as 


) 
° make racial imbalance a moot issue in the pub lic ae: Thesiact 


‘that these predominantly white schools still had an apparently higher 


i 


er pupil expenditure than other areas of the city may be explained 


more in terms of school size and enrollment in relation to building 
| capacity than in alieged discriminatory practices. 
LTEXTBOOKS SUPP LLES 


The school system's policy of .allocating textbooks and supplies 


Jon a per pupil basis generally results in an equalized expenditure 
( ; 

ut 

iin these areas; however, even here ther can an well be disparities. 


{ 
i 


|For example, funds for textbooks and supplies are allocated in March 


for the coming September. If ata are errors in the projected 
i 
jenrollnent, this per pupil allocation is distorted. A reserve fund is 


a 


| assigned to the operating assistant superintendent, but in the past this 


iH 


ee has not always been sufficient to solve all of the problems created 


_by this increase or decrease in enrollment. 


i 
Ki 


Another type of textbook problem can be created by a change in the 
nature of the pupil population even enone the population remains within 


¢é 
the projected figure. The need for different types of textbooks other 


than the ones ordered ecove the close of school the term Whetore: can 


‘result in the need to order additional textbooks for that school. This 
| 

! situation is eer true when new programs are initiated after 

ii 

I 

i textbooks and supplies have been ordered in June. 
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In the past the system has not taken into account that in certain 


; areas of the city the children wear out.textbooks more rapidly than in 
i 

tt a 

(other communities. The Board of Education recognizing that it was: 

{ 


i : : c 
junrealistic to project the useful life of a textbook to be seven years 


| changed the formula and now books are ordered on a replacement cycle of 


1 
| 


i 
Be 
five years. 


| VANDALISM 


: 
1 


i 
{ 5 : 

} Vandalism and robberies, particularily robberies, have increased so 
} 


rapidly in the past several years that the replacement of broken windows , 


4 
is 


‘repair of vandalized buildings and resupplying of schools whose equipment 


| : 


-and supplies have been stolen, is a significant factor in determining the 
4 


‘cost of education in a particular school. “For example, in the past 
‘school. year, more than $300,000 worth of equipment endbenee ties were 
‘stolen, about $450,000 worth of window panes were replaced and a large 
‘sum of money and time was spent on making repairs after robberies, fires 
. 

‘or vandalism. 

If the robbery or vandalism occurs in the cafeteria this is charged | 


‘to Food Services, if elsewhere in the building it is charged directly to 
‘the building; therefore where the damage in the buirldingyoecturred i1sea 
' factor in where the charge appears. 


o t 


i It is the opinion of your affiance that all the variables heretofore 


discussed must be considered when analyzing the data submitted herewith. 
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PART II 


The Court has directed the school system to present a detailed 


- recitation on a school by school basis of the steps taken and the 


programs provided Sete District of Columbia School Board to comply 
with the provisions Cie Coulis opinion. 

. Book I, contains the cae a data requested ‘and the detailed 
programs it has undertaken of a Mareen asia RECT RR TERN 
statement covering the by school costs may be Eouna in Section l. 


As the compensatory education programs are reviewed it would 


perhaps be helpful to read the statement the President of the Board 


of Education sent to the community cupsuly 1], 01970.0 In thise letter 


“i 
Mrs. Allen explains the system's present plight and gives a historical 


- analysis of how the system came to its present situation. (See Book 


IT, Section I, for €@ copy of tis etrer.) 

In addition to the financial data requested by the Court for 
each of the District of Columbia elementary schools, certain other 
relevant charts and interpretations of this data are included, namely: 


1. Distribution of Elementary Schools, Per Tee 
Expenditures, 1969-70 School Year 


2. Distribution of Elementary Schools Based on Average 
Daily Membership, 1969-70 School Year 


3: Ghart on High Cost-Low Cost Schools in Rank ts 
4, A brief retoners on High Cost-Low Cost Schools 
All of this material may be found in Book I, Section 2, entitled 
Fiscal Information. 
KINDERGARTEN 
Recognizing the’ need for children to start in the educational 
process at the earliest possible age, kindergarten opportunities have 
been made Reece on a city-wide ae As of March Spd ES FA 
11,083 were enrolled in the kindergarten. (Book I, Section 3) The 
cost of these’ programs is reflected in the per pupil expenditure 


cost. 
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PRE-KINDERGARTEN 
Based upon the theory that the first few years of life are 
probably the most influential in determining the future development 


of a child, the Board of Education authorized the use of demount- 


-ables in areas where facilities were not available for prekindergarten. 


As of March, 1970, 2,730 pupils were enrolled in pre-kindergarten 
classes. (Book I, Section 3) 
URBAN SERVICE CORPS 

The Urban Service Corps provides a variety i enriching al 
compensatory programs which supplement regularly operated programs in 
ene | Ps 

Many of these programs are operated primarily by volunteers. 

We conservatively estimate that the Raine of these volunteers is 
better than $300,000. 

The charts in Bock Aes seen 4, gives 5 listing of the programs, 
by school, with an estimate of the cost value of each program. These 
estimated costs could not be included in our chart reflecting expendi- 
tures per school, but» the rans rendered by the highly competent 
porns of volunteers could mee be ignored in indicating the eer of 
compensatory services being rendered to the schools in our system. 
ANACOSTIA COMMUNITY SCHOOL PROJECT 

Perhaps one of the most innovative and creative compensatory 
education program created in our school system in recent years has 
been the AERO Community School Project, funded with a Federal 
erant of $1,000,000, the bulk of which is spent on reading and compen- 
satory education. 

For a breakdown of the spending and a narrative of the programs 
see Book I, Section 5, Anacostia Community: School Project. 

ADAMS AND MORGAN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS 
The Adams and ‘ouean elementary schools are operated by local 


school boards. The costs of operating the schools are reflected in 


the per pupil expenditures chart. 
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STAFF DEVELOPMENT 


eRe 


n~ 


A central administrative office was established to provide 
liaison between the Board of Education and the local school board. 


These costs are not reflected in the‘per pupil expenditures of these 


In addition, the community board has certain grant funds which 


do not reflect in the per pupil costs. 


t 
schools. | . . 


Material on this project may be found in Book I, Section 6. 
‘ A. 

The Urban Teacher Corps, aimed at recruiting, qualifying and 

training college graduates, assigned 112 internes - 72 white and 
_ 

40 black- to schools east of Rock Creek Par, | 

In Pddtcion, there were a number of programs such as the Teacher 
Innovation Fund, Analysis of Teaching Behavior, Instructional Materials, 


and Elementary Staff Development, which materially raised the quality 


of instruction in certain schools. 


A detailed account of these programs, and the schools in which 
they operated can be found in Book I, Section 7,. Staff Development. 
READING CENTER 

The staff of the Reading Center works with pupils who are severely 
ata est in reading to provide remedial reading instruction and 
follow-up in the classroom. 

They work with teachers and principals to individualize reading 
instruction in the classroom and assist with implementing Betas 

programs. They interpret okays programs, test scores, and other 
pertinent information to the parents and the community. 

The staff members provide PS ene programs to improve the 
teaching of reading in the D.C. *Publve schools. 


They use and evaluate new instructional materials and keep informed 


GE up-to-date research in the field of reading. This information is 


provided for school personnel and interested community members. Other 


duties are performed as needed. 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUPTL PERSONNEL 


- J7 - 


instruction from members of the Reading Center staff and 19,000 rs 
Students were screened (brief Laas) to provide better classroom 
instruction. 

See Book I, Section 8, Reading Center for a chart on where these 
people are assigned in the elementary schools. Since many of these 
teachers are itinerant their salaries are not assigned to the schools 
they service, but assigned to.the Reading Center. 


* 


Pupil Personnel Servi cesearcal Olea! Wacuunarengi netic school. 


=“ ~~“ 


« The Pupil Personnel Staff is concerned with those children who are 


experiencing the normal probiems of development and with those whose 
problems require a more intensive and specialized type of help. 
Services are concerned with the developmental, the preventive, and the 


remedial. 


The following Divisions are organized to support the instructional 


“program: 


A. Child and Youth Division 
B. School Attendance and Work Permits Division - 
C. Guidance Services 
D.. Pupil Appraisal Services 
Ee Speech aged 3 ant Hearing Center 
Meg Ada esky 2h Program 
For the most part, except for Guidance Services, these costs 
do not reflect in the per pupil cost of the individual schools. 
A detailed account of the services offered by the Pupil Personnel 


Department can be found in Book I, Section 9. 


SPECIAL EDUCATION 


For the most part, Special Education costs reflect in the per- 


pupil expenditure in the individual schools. However, there are certain 


special education programs involving itinerant teachers, such as 


Visually Impaired, Visiting Instruction Corps, the class at the 
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to the Department, not a school. 


For an account of the various programs and the location of the 


! 
| 
Magruder Building and students who receive tuition ahtiat are charged | 
: different classes, please see Book I, Section 10, Special Education. 
| WORK SCHOLARSHIP 

The Work Scholarship Ree is pecan tially a drop-out prevention | 
program. The two programs operated by he Work Scholarship Office 
\ employ students to work in schools either before or after school; 
(SeenBook 1, Section 11). | “ 

The dol vars Value, ofthe eae Sire by school has not been 
determined. However, the chart shows the breakdown by elementary 
schools of the number of students eriane and the number hours of 
service given. Students are paid at the rate of $1.60 per hour. 

FREE BREAKFAST AND LUNCH PROGRAM 

This program embraces the entire school system. Parents of all 
children were sent a notice informing them of the program and urging 
them to enroll their children. A total of 22,881 students were served 
a free lunch everyday at a cost of $14,186.22 per day. AutotalloL 
2 U0 students were served a free breakfast everyday at a cost of 


$3,125.00 per day. | | i 


The cost of this program is not reflected in the’ per pupil 
expenditure per school, but is charged to the Food Service Account. 

For a detailed breakdown of ae Saree rere these meals were 
served see Book I, Section 12, Bree Lunch and Breakfast Program. 
NONRESIDENT TUITION PROGRAM 

The Board of Education has liberalized its Nonresident Tuition 

‘ ; : 

Program to ediminate the need: for persons in the low socio-economic 
level to pay tuition fees for school age children in their custody. 

The Nonresident Tuition Program provides free education to 
those children whose parents or legal guardians live outside the 


District of Columbia and are unable to provide care, custody, or support 


for the pupil. This has resulted in educational programs becoming 
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available on a non-payment basis for 2,514 non-resident pupils. 

The cost of educating each pupil is included in the school-by- 
school breakout. However, the administrative costs of operating the 
program is not herein reflected. 


A detailed report of this may be found in Book Ie meSeCt lonmlos 


BUSING PUPILS © 


The D. C. Public Schools bussed a peak total of 1,702 elementary 


pupils in an effort to reduce’ overcrowded conditions in schools located 
. . 
in Southeast Washington. 


A breakdown of the schools involved may be found in Book I, 
~~ 


: Section 14. 


A totairor $355,281.53 was Liapeceel caey thewsFiscatjrear 19/0 
for the busing of elementary school pupils from eee ecrercn 
schools in the far southeast to undercapacity Jonge both east and 
west of Rock Creek Park. 

-The charges for this busing do not mae: in any school's per 
pupil cost. 

FEDERAL PROGRAMS 


Projects supported by Federal Funds‘ are used extensively in the 


provision of compensatory programs for designated schools in our system. 


A breakdown of the budget information by schools for elementary 
projects may be found in Book II, Federal Programs. 


The bulk of the compensatory programs are supported by Federal 


funds. Some of this information can also be found under other subject 


matter areas. — 


Part III, which will provide additional information which the 
q 
affiant deems appropriate will be submitted to the Court within a 


few days. 


BENJAMIN J QUENLEY, G 
Acting Superintendent of Schools, D. C. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 10th day of August, 19:70 
6 ( ; aie mp 
TAC Ota ATU er iA 2G 

NOTARY PuBLIC, D<“C. 


My Commiss(on_ Bopires Septembor Jy 1974 
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IN THE 
UNITED STATES “DISTRICE (COURT 
‘FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Hobson, et al. 
V.. : No. 82-66 
Hansen. eval. 


AMENDED MOTION FOR FURTHER RELIEF 
AND FOR ENFORCEMENT OF DECREE 


Plaintiff Julius W. Hobson, an original plaintiff in the class 
action which lead to this Court's prior judgment and decree herein of 
June 19, 1967, hereby moves for further relief and for enforcement of 
that decree as follows: 

1. Defendants have violated two principal portions of this 
Court's prior opinion and decree herein based on data they themselves 
have supplied. 

a. Defendants have failed to equalize educational 
resources in District of Columbia elementary 
schools in contravention of this Court's hold- 
ine “Ghat thesminimumethe CONstr eet ron weil 
require and guarantee is that for their ob- 
jectively measurable aspects these schools be 
run on the basis of real equality, at least 
unless any inequalivies are adequarely sjusti— 
Pieces cocmies Spey at 496; emphasis added.] 

For example, per-pupil expenditures in fiscal 
1968 range from a low of $292 in one elementary 
school to a high of $798 at another--a spread 
of $506. The fiscal 1964 data, upon which this 
Court based its prior opinion herein, showed 


a range from $216 to $627--a spread of S411. 
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b. Defendants have violated this Court's per- 
manent injunction against eecimiiaion on 
the basis’.of ‘economic seetue san tHe operation 
of the District of Columbia public school 
Ssyotemoiy [coo iP supped bes 7: eet Obeexanp les 
the data show that in 1908, ‘ise as in 1965, 
per-pupil expenditures in the highest income 
neighborhoods (above $10,000) are substantial- 
ly higher than those in low income neighbor- 
hoods. The pattern at CiSChinimat Lon £Ou 
fiscal 1968--the last yeer for which defend- 
ants have been able or willing to supply 
data--is similar to that revealed by the fiscal 
1965 date relied upoieDy. tails Countm in its 
prior opinion. In addition, the average per- 
pupal Reroimiduine inet SCal ei oome tee ly 
elementary schools west ee Rock Creek Park was 
$103 higher than the average at all elementary 
schools east of the Anacostia River. 

e. In 1967, this Court deferred any more specific remedy for 
educational resource inequality "until the dust surrounding this fall's 
Wsupstantial" teacher integration settles [eb Supp. ab sioo eit 
did so presumably because it believed that reassignment of some “highest 
salaried" white teachers to predominantly Negro schools would “serve 
pome vyericle tor Gqualizing taculty (1d. mands iierenyaalso 1Orgequciauain® 
per~pupil expenditures [see ¢69 F. cteyeuieat Vs G30]. However, thie vexempiles 
Cited an paragraphs | a. and b. above, conclusively demonstrate that: the 
expected equalization has not occurred and that discrimination on the 
basis Of economic Status persists. 9 lis, quite likely. that thea iscal 


1968 data mask even greater discrimination based on economic status in 


ae 
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the allocation of "regular budget" educational resources than they 
appear to show on their face because the fiscal 1968 data--unlike the 
fiscal 1964 and 1965 data upon which this Court based its prior opinion-- 
include "impact aid funds" which are required by law to be concentrated 
"tin the underprivileged attendance areas of the city" and which are 
SUpstalttiaia iteamount. (See =c69 Fr Supperar 440.) 
3. On the basis of the aforementioned evidence of non-com- 
Ditances will tins "Court's prior opinton andy decree nerei, “as elaborated 
more fully in the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities incor- 
porated herein by reference; plaintitis Nerebyerespecrrully move Chat 
this Court order the defendants to equalize per-pupil “expenditures in 
District of Columbia elementary schools as follows: 
a. On or after October lb F970.) per-pup2al expenc:— 
tures from the regular District of Columbia budget 
(excluding impact aid funds, Title I ESEA funds, 
UPO funds, and, in general, ail funds not from the 
recular congressional appropriation) in any single 
elementary school (not TYadministrative wubit’); shall 
not deviate by more than 5% from the average per- 
pupil expenditure for all elementary schools in the 
District of Columbia school system. The 5% Limit 
may be exceeded only for "adequate justification" 
shown to this Court in advance. “Adequate justi- 
fication" shall include only provision of compen- 
satory education for educationally deprived pupils 
or provision of special educational services for 
the mentally retarded or physically handicapped. 
beeeBy October Ly 19/Usmaudany October 1 of each succeed- 
ing year thereafter, defendants shall serve on 
plaintiffs, file Witte, Ulerig oe elites COUrlt, sand 
cause to be disseminated to all parents of elemen- 
tary school children in the District of Columbia 


information sufficient to establish compliance 
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with the order for per-pupil emanate 
equalization. At a minimum, such information 
sieall include, in tabularsrormenon: GCacheclemen- 
tery school (mot administrative, One) Galan 
the following categories: (1) Name of school; (2) 
Income level of the neighborhood from latest 
available U.S. Census data; (3) Average daily 
membership; (4) Total expenditures from the 
Pema D.C. cofieressional App rOpELat Lon Only: 
C5) Pen- pupil cxpenertives Prom the reoutbar DC: 
congressional appropriation only; (6) Total ex- 
penditures from impact aid funds; (7) Per-pupil 
expenditures from impact aid funds; (8) Total 
expenditures under Title I of the Elementary 
and Secondary Pduceeaon Act OL LSb5-) (2). Per- 
pupil expenditures under Title I of the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965; (10) 
Total of all other anne: LAY MMOMEGeh Ge 
all expenditures from all sources; (le) Per- 
pupil expenditures from all scurces. 

In each report filed and disseminated pursuant 
to the requirements of paragraph 3.b. above or sin 
any document filed in response to this Motion, 
defendants must specifically indicate in what 
respects, if any, their methods of computing 
the data in that report or document differ from 
the methods used in computing the fiscal 1964. 
and 1965 data previously relied upon by this 
Court or the fiscal 1968 data analyzed shee gel alanis: 
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As noted in the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, 
it should be stressed that the remedy plaintiffs request herein does 
not constitute an endorsement of the abstract idea that "equal dollars. 
necessarily maximize “equal educational opportunity". Plaintiffs agree 
thereriOerLai Wistances, Such as educaligespupale from underprivileged 
neighborhoods, it is sound policy to spend more than the system-wide 
average Lo maximize equality of opportimity, » However, inj the Districe 
of Columbia, large sums of money running into the millions of dollars 
are available for strictly compensatory purposes under the impact aid 
program and under Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965. Plaintiffs contend that the elementary school system 
ought to be properly operated for a reasonable period of time with 
equalized per-pupil expenditures from the regular budget in all schools 
Supplemented with special federal compensatory funds (and other funds 
for other speciel purposes from federal and private sources) before 
deciding whether defendants should be required Hyethles Count LO, spend 
regular budget funds in a compensatory manner. (However, plaintiffs’ 
proposed order permits and plaintiffs would encourage defendants to 
spend voluntarily regular budget funds in a compensatory manner.) 

Nor do plaintiffs urge that other specific SubsStalleive meacsulres=— 
such as the closing of certain schools or the further reassignment On 
teachers--are necessary at this time to secure equality of educational 
opportunity. The equal expenditures standard, Coupled with the pro- 
vision enabling defendants (after notice to and approval by this Court) 
to make greater expenditures for compensatory or special educational 
services, seems preferable. It promotes a more manageable arrangement 
for the operation of the public schools, both ineterms) of judicial 
efficiency and in terms of educational flexibility. 

For the reasons outLinea above and in the attached Memorandum 


of Points and Authorities incorporated herein by reference, together 
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with such other reasons as may be presented in further responsive 
pleadings or on oral hearing, plaintiffs respectfully move that Bone 
Court issue the order referred to in paragraphs 3.a. - c. above. After 
issuing such an order, this Court should retain VIPISaicl vom, LOwiisure 


compliance therewith. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Peter F. Rousselot 
815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20006 


Of Counsel: 


BRalpi J. Lemple 
American Civil Liberties Robert J. McManus 


Union Fund Gregory M. Gallo 

1424 16th Street, N.W. ELS Gu US tims Ereet aN We 

Washington, D.C. ¢c0036 Washinerton, D.C. cUU05 
Cm Gounsel: . Attorneys for Plaintiffs 


David L. Kirp 

Center for Law and Education 
Harvard University 

2 Carcen o Lreet 

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138 
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Certificate of Service 


te Peter ©. Rousselot, herebyscertiry eliat onetiiis .otieday 
Of Mave 1o7te 1 sent by first class mail, poseage, prepaid, copies, of 
the feregoing "Amended Motion For peeenes Relief and For Enforcement 
of Decree", together with the Memorandum of Points and Authorities and 
Appendix in suppcrt thereof, as follows: one copy to each member of 
derendent Distriet of Columbia School Board, im care on Gertrude lL. 
Williamson, Executive Secretary of that Board at 415 leth Street, 
N.W.,Washington, D.C. 20004; one copy to defendant Acting Superintendent 
Oi ccohbGoiseoL thesbistrict of Columbia.) atetieeieacivo tree. NeW 
Washington, D.C. 20004; two copies to Hubert B. Pair, Acting Corporation 
Counsel. §D.C., attorney for defendants, District Building, Washiuieton, 
DaGe eat and ome copy ‘to Don Re Allen -vattorneystor iivervenors 


Mr. and Mrs. William Bennett and Mrs. Valerie Allen, 1200 Tower Building, 


Washington, D.C. 20005. 


Peter F. Rousselot 


EN “CHE 
UNTTEDSSTATESUDISPRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF. COLUMBIA 


Hobsonygrebral. 
Vv. : No. 82-66 


Hansen, et al. 


MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT OF AMENDED MOTION FOR FURTHER 
RELIEF AND FOR ENFORCEMENT OF DECREE 


i Devs prion opinion herein, this Court Limited its analysis 
of the available data on per-pupil expenditure differentials between 
District of Columbia schools to data on such expenditures from the 
seneral congressional appropriation for the District because such data 
“facilitate the court's exploration cf the equities in the school admin- 


PSehabionisrdistriubutionjoltassenus among iierschools wim precisel ye those 


Withanei toecontrol) (269 EF aSupp ynabelo A aemphacioeedded. \meAt tera iaat 


examination disclosed discrimination in per-pupil expenditures on the 
basis o£ both racial and economic status, this Court enjoined all such 
discrimination, ihethe future <(coOQibursuppstateol/) 18 Teealso hearer 
‘the minimum the Constitution wilboréquire land guarantee iswthat- for 
their objectively measurable aspects these schools be run on the basis 
of real equality, at least unless any inequalities are adequately 
Gusctis1ed'.| {c69eF i Supparat soon emphasis@added 3} 

This Court rebiedsupon per-pupilaexpenditure data in defining 
the "objectively measurable aspects" which the District was constitu- 
tionallyerequired to-equalizews( (c69 Ee -supp.eats43e-458. H95-496.) 
Virtually all important objectively measurable educational resources 


are reflected in per-pupil expenditures. Reports from the U.S. Office 


of Education state that "the typical public school district allocates 
about 75% of expenditures to instruction." Classroom teachers con- 
stitute a substantial item of "instruction" and customarily aecount! | 
for approximately 85% of the total amount spent on instruction. . Thus) 
the average district Aeron from 60% to 65% of current expenditures 
to teachers' salaries. Low or high expenditures per-pupil reflect 
differences in tne salaries paid temporary and permanent teachers. They 
also reflect the distribution of books per pupil, the allocation of 
equipment and supplies, the availability of library books and space, 

and the assignment of special experiments in education by schools. 

in its prior opinion, this Court found certaimof the diittiers 
entials in per-pupil expenditures based on fiscal 1964 and fiscal 1965 
data to be "spectacular", and it disposed of defendants' lame contentions 
tia ernevewereh paper: sitatast ics onliye “i (260erepSupp estates “sce ) 
Despite these findings and rulings, data on per-pupil expenditures 
supplied by defendants chatter that discrimination 
on the basis of economic status persists and certainsof the differ- 
CligralsconlLimie to be spectacular: 

Chart 1 in the Appendix to this Memorandum of Points and 
Authoriliecse1s a reproduction’ of, anvexhibiteantroduced aty the original 
trial of this case based on fiscal 1965 data on per-pupil expenditures. 
It shows that those neighborhoods with income ranges from $9,000 to 
$12,000 and up, had higher expenditures per-pupil in their elementary 
schools than did those neighborhoods with income ranges from under 


Br% 
$3,000 to $8,999. 


1 / National Education Association, Division of Fields Services and 
Association of Classroom Teachers - Guidelines: For Ettective 
Representation of Teachers #9-1969-6 pages. 


e 7 See the Memorandum dated May ec6, 1969, from the District of Columbia 

<a Superintendent of Schools to a Committee of the District of Columbia 
School Board, attached hereto in the Appendix as Exhibit A. See also 
the additional data later supplied at that Committee's request, 
attached hereto as Exhibit B. A description of the data contained 
guethese Exhibits. appears. ine the) Appendixes 


3/ Ali=ancome ranges are from 1960 U.S. Census data. 


Chart ¢ shows that in fiscal 1968 the highest income neighbor- 
hoods from $10,000 to $12,000 and over still had higher average expendi- 
tures per-pupil in their elementary schools than any other income neighbor- 
hoods in the city. Although Chart 2 does indicate some relative improvement 
over Chart 1 in the lowest income neighborhoods ($4,000 and Under) sees 
Significant that Chart e@ includes impact aid funds and UPO funds which 
are not included in Chart 1. Since the substantial impact rae that 
the, Distriet receives aré required to be coh¢entrated inithe "underpri- 
Vileged attendance areas, of the city! (269%Et Supp. at 440)9 the relative 
improvement of the elementary schools in the lowest income neighborhoods 
may be due to the concentration of the impact aid funds in those schools. 

Chart 3 in the Appendix is also a reproduction of an exhibit 
unprvoduced*atl the original trial@of thistcase basedWoneriscale 196uidsra 
from the regular budget only. It shows that per-pupil expenditures at 
11 selected elementary schools all located west of Rock Creek Park were 
substantially higher than per-pupil expenditures at 11 selected elementary 
schools all located in-southeast Se ee aa Chart 3 shows a spread 
of $411 between the highest and Lowest selected schools in per-pupil 
expenaurures - 

Chart 4 in the Appendix, based on data from the regular budget 
piusSsampact aid vand° UPO funds, 1istse thesliy lowest annum thichesteschools 
iipsberms of expenditures per-pupil an £ascalii§oer Oilieshows thats 10; our 
of the 11 schools with the lowest expenditures per-pupil are located in 
locke aoe that 4 of those with the highest'expenditures per=pupil 
are Located west of Rock Creek Park. The spread between the highest 
average expenditure per-pupil elementary school in 1968 (Bundy $798) anda 
the Lowest (McGogney $292) was $506 compared to the $411 spread for the 
selected elementary schools shown on Chart 3. 


— 


ney tor exanp le; in fiscal 1966 and iob/, Cheap Districirschoulsowere, eligible 
~ for and received $4,300,000 in impact aid funds. (269 F. Supp. at 440.) 


5 / Seven out of the 11 schools were located east of the Anacostia River. 


D7 See note 5 supra. 
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Table 1 in the Appendix summarizes the fiscal 1968 per-pupil 
expenditure data for each elementary school west of Rock Creek Panis 
and each elementary school east of the Anacostia River. That comparison 
reveals the startling fact that the average per-pupil expenditure at 
all elementary schools west of the Park is! S103 higher than the average 
at all elementary schools east of the Anacostia River. 

In light of the evidence of discrimination on the basis of 
economic status outlined above, coupled with the frequently spectacular 
differentials in per-pupil expenditures that persist between individual 
elementary schools, it becomes appropriate to consider what more specific 
relief is now required. 

Un o675 thas Court deferred a more specific decree on 
educational resource equalization “until the dust surrounding this fall's 
substantial’ teachersuntegration setives: e (Goh biisupp. emuso ji There 
were, no doubt, several reasons for deferring such a more specific decree, 
among them the apparent expectation that "substantial" teacher integration 
would produce substantial equalization of per-pupil expenditures See 
teachers' salaries comprise a significant Weiatoy of those Pe es eA 
and because a large number of the highest paid teachers were white 
teachers teaching on all-white or almost all-white elementary school 
Facilities. oeeree9 Eeisuppe atetic@end SOO mmeiias court mayealsounervc 
been swayed by the fact that many of these issues of remedy "were ignored 
at trial by counsel for both sides, each intent instead on establishing 
ormnenuting shehprimaryrconstitutiona levi Olatrone (ees cOlRE soupy ears) 

It is plaintiffs' contention that, as: soon as the “dust settled" 
wathithe filinetin this Court ofsdefendaats’ progress report on faculty 
integration on January 2, 1968, it was defendants" responsibility to 
immediately take en inventory of educational resource distribution in 
the District of Columbia schools in each of the areas discussed in this 
Court's prior opinion herein (see 269 F. Supp. at 431-442; 495-499; 


516-517). Once having taken such an inventory, defendants immediately 
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ana eagerly should have moved voluntarily to equalize resourees in 
accordance with the general principles outlined in this Court's prior 
opinion. Yet defendants did nothing of the sort. In part, this may 
have been because they were unaware of the mandate of this Court's 
Opinion on educational resource equalization and also unaware of the 


mandate of at least two federal statutes. In part, it may have been 


because the Schcol Board and the School Administration kept "passing 
the buck" back and forth as to whose responsibility it was to "im- 
plement the Wright decision". 

Consider, for example, the following statement by one School 
Board member, generally considered progressive on educational matters, 
at a School Board meeting held on July 14, 1967: 


One of the unfortunate things about the data on 
which the Wright decision is based is that this data 
is three years old and £T expects eveat veal of that 
would be datrferent af welwoitld useithe teurterr data 
wen. “ee T take it for wiistance tiuat Gn iie Cirst ae= 
eree, the one relating to discrimination the defendants 
are permanently enjoined from discrimination on the basis 
of racial and” economia ss tats ‘Witaketim hesws rerernine 
to the difference in per-pupil expenditure in the Low 
income schools and the schools west of Rock Creek Park. 
My guess is that differential would be much smaller 
now... His figures were based om a period before the 
elementary-secondary act was in effect, and that is on 
the low income schools ***, *** {| expect that Section I 
[or the déeree} ‘has theem pretty wellitaken ecaréiol naw 
by the impact aid program and by the elementary and 
secondary education program. [Transcript, pp. el-de.|] 


This statement misinterprets this Court's: prior opinion requiring, 
oh constitutional grounds) @qualization of objectively neasurable vedweational 
resources purchased through the general congressional approporiation for 
fie District orcColumbia, "cit slseanisinterpreterthe statutory requirements 
6 Title Teof the Elementary ‘and Secondary Education Act of 19655) Funds 
allocated under Title I are meant to provide a compensatory supplement to 
local funds. They-are not meant to supplant local funds; nor are they to 

: af 


be“uséd to equalize expenditures between schools. This federal program 


ee 


Ge title —, S109 (a) (1970) Jsothestatucory provisicn currently 10 etreck 

~~ which requires comparability of local expenditures prior to receiving 
Title I federal funds. The former provision requiring comparability was 
eontained in 45 C.F.R. §116.17(h), enacted pursuant to the congressional 
declaration of the compensatory purposes of Title I set forth at ef) U.S.C. 
fella. Although Title 1, §h09(a) (1970) appears. te temporarily bar the 
remedy of a cut-off of federal Title I funds by the Office of Education 
for violations of comparability standards, there is nothing in §109 (a) 
which prohibits an appropriate private party from seeking equitable 
relief in the courts for violations of those standards. 
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requires that the school district provide equal resources to all children 
fron ats recular budget prior to receiving Title I aid: Funds under this 
special federal program are not intended to perform the constitutionally 
and statutorily mandated equalization function, but rather to Supplement 
local resources, to provide additional and compensatory education for 
educationally deprived school children. 

in view of this Court's prior holding that objectively measurable 
educational resources from the general congressional appropriation must 
be allocated equally» and ain lichtiof the previously noted congressional 
requirement that impact aid funds be concentrated in the “underprivileged 
attendanee tareas of ‘the city"\jat is, clear that impact aid funds in the 
District of Columbia also must be used to provide a compensatory supple- 
ment to the general congressional appropriation not to SUD pl arlie: 

Another example of uncertainty on the part of the School Board 
as to its legal obligations occurred at a School Board Nee Hance ont Jia yates 
1969, when one Board member stated, in connection with a proposal to 
check certain school zone boundary changes with this Court in advance: 

b feel. that I.emecoing tor heavelroivyotemacainst) the 
proposal that we go to Judge Wricht. 

First of all, thesdata on whieh wudece Wrieht based 
his decree--are now several years old--and may or may not 
be just as adaptable. *** 

[lL] t would seem come that at would becan awiil ot 

better, if the Board didi decide whaty it wanted) to dos what 

was right to do--and then did it. 

If we are illegal, we will find out soon enough. 

[Transcript, pp. 4e-43.] , 

Perhaps it is not surprising that members of the School Board 
were uncertain about these vital statutory end court-mandated require- 
ments. At a School Board meeting held on December 29, 1967 to consider 
vVerious progress reports due lo be tiled @(and. in fact. 12 led) ewi tae 
Court on January ¢, 1968, members of the Board were told by their legal 
aavisOr. 2 representative Of the CC) Corporation, Counsel seoL.ices 


that he "would not presume to judge what Judge Wright would decide with 
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Another important reason why the defendants in this case have 
never moved to implement the educational resource equalization portions 
of this Court's prior opinion has been an inability to decide which 
defendant is responsible for such implementation. Consider the follow- 
ing exchange which took place at a School Board meeting on July 7, 1969 
between a School Board member and the then Superintendent of Schools: 

Superintendent: We thought that inasmuch as the Wright 

Committee had been working ever since this new Board has 

been in operation, it would have been a Little presumptious 

for us to have moved ahead in terns of developing any 

specific proposal. J think that really this is a policy 
matter that comes from the Board of Education. [Trans- 
erro Geops Ot) 

Bodrd Member: -1t seems, lo pmesthere s sen0l0dys Ol le 

Board who can take a thousand pages of figures and come 

Upiwath.@a policy.) And [jdo not iiiikowt 1s, oun oblica- 

Pion aS individuals to do \lthatw te see tehatsit is done, 

DUE NOt ‘to do 10.) -—lrenseripi pp oo 7). 

The foregoing review of defendants’ misinterpretation and 
uncertainty about the requirements of this Court's prior decision in the 
area of educational resource equalization highlights the necessity for 
granting more specific relief at this time. The specific orders with 
respect to such equalization which plaintifis now seek are the product 
of almost 3 years of experience with defendants’ inaction in this area; 
a careful review of this Court's prior opinion herein; and a review of 
what other courts have found to be judicially manageable standards. With 
bespect tothe. Latter, point, it should) be noled riat many courts have 
ercered equalization. of per-pupil expenditures inal leschools within a 
Sineee: school ds tue th. eC aro ae CUAL yen le Ue Tina Ee Ce ae 
HOO (SthiCin., 1957); United States wajJetlersonsloumty Board of Education. 
Bie aeed +606. .8993900 «(5th Cin boob) alt “depewecurmiam On wrehear ins 
Piebancees80. Es 2d 365. (SthiCira) scene sdeed Gao CU Lue, 
United States:v. Plaquemines Parish School Board, ¢e91 F. Supp. 841, 845 
(Bebe ta. eL967)..tatild as wnoditieds Flo icdeo. (> baci. LOG G): saul Ee 
v. LaFourche Parish School Board, 20 lhe Supp. oOlLo. BeceOea (ED Uehes 


1967); Lee v. Macon County Board of Education, 267 F. Supp. 458, 488- 


489 (M.D. Ala.), aff'd., 389 U.S. 215 (1967). 


The reference in the requested order to individual elementary 
schools rather than “administrative units" is necessary because the 
D.C. School Administration, in Originally reporting the 1968 per-pupil 
expenditure data, attempted to lump two or more elementary schools to- 
gether as “administrative units" and report only the per-pupil expendi- 
tures for™the unit. Once individual data tor each component school were 
obtained, they o:ten showed marked disparities’ from one school to another 
which were “averaged out” when only the administrative unit figure was 
reported. For example, the “"Hyde-Fillmore-Jackson" administrative 
unit had an average per-pupil expenditure for the unit of $450, but the 
s€parate school figures ranged from a high of $510 at Fillmore to a low 
of $386 at Jackson--a spread of $124. (See Exhibits A & B in the 
Appendix.) 

Requiring equalization of per-pupil expenditures at each 
elementary schooi compared to the system-wide average per-pupil expendi- 
ture for all elementary schools will guarantee that shifts in the areas 
of the city where low and high income residents Live will not reintro- 
duce discrimination on the basis of economic status. Such discrimination 
could be reintroduced if this Court merely ordered an increase in per= 
pupil expenditures in certail specitied schools based on presently 
acceptable income level data which Later might prove out-of-date. 

Although the School Administration should strive for precise 
mathematical equality in per-pupil expenditures from the regular budget 
(except for "adequate justification" “showm to" this Court vin advance) tie 
permissible 5% deviation is designed to provide the administrative Leeway 
necessary to deal with that "fraction" of per-pupil expenditures which 
Caisse Couct 10 iis prior opimiolm wound 1ot role betecon real inequalities 
Mmrmecucarioual Opportunites. 8) (COU nb. lp Demat res) 

It should be stressed that the remedy plaintiffs request 
mepeiiedoes mot consti Ture “an endorsement of the abstract idea that 
"equal dollars" necessarily maximize “equal educational opportunity". 
Plaintitts are well awdre that this) Court, 1n its pricr opinions. held 
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Where because of the density of residential segregation 

or for other reasons children in certain areas, parti- 

cilarly the “slums, are denied the benefits of an inte- 

peated edtication,. the court will require that the plan 

[to alleviate pupil segregation] include compensatory 

education sufficient at least to overcome the detriment 

of segregation and thus provide as nearly as possible, 

equal educational opportunity to all schoolchildren. 

[poor Suppe et -b15. | 
However, In “the District of Columbia, large sums of money running into 
the millions of dollars are available for strictly compensatory purposes 
under the impact aid program and under Title T of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965. It seems to plaintiffs that the ele. 
mentary school system ought to be properly operated for a reasonable 
period of time with equalized per-pupil expenditures from the regular 
budget in all schools supplemented with Special federal compensatory funds 
(and other funds for other special purposes from federal and private sources) 
before deciding whether defendants should be PeCUsred Dy. tius (COugvee Lo 
spend funds from the general congressional appropriation in a compensatory 
manner. (However, plaintiffs" proposed order permits and plaintiffs 
would encourage defendants voluntarily to spend those funds in a compen- 
satory manner.) ) 

It should also be observed that the remedy plaintiffs propose 
leaves it entirely to the discretion of the defendants how per=pupil 
expenditures should be equalized. Without in any way waiving their 
rights to request more specific equalization decrees in the future, pleat tre 
POTN rS Suis seek Galy Ccral ization oF per-pupil expenditures themselves. 

In order to insure compliance with their per-pupil expenditure 
decrees, each of the courts whose equalization decrees were cited above 
imposed strict annual reporting requirements on the school administration. 
Such requirements are particularly crucial here in view of the repeated 
expressions (or wishes) on the public record by School Board members , 
to the effect that "because the data on which the prior decision was 


based are now probably out of date" the legal conclusions based on the 


data may no longer be valid. 
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There are two principal problems with this "out-of-date" 
rationale in the per-pupil expenditure area-~and perhaps in many other 
areas as well. First, the D.C. School Board and the School Administra- 
tion frequently are not sure what data to collect in order to see whether 
their "suspicions", "hopes", ete. about an “improved situation" are 
right or wrong. Second, even if they know what pertinent data should 
be compiled, they have proved unwilling or whnable to provide it systemati- 
Cal lve Cauests to. do so gre usually ener ies one of the following 
responses: 

ees et delay iss inaval hap ke 

2 thet. data. is. “availeble". bul has not been 

computed. It would be too expensive or difficult 
to compute it. We should be ’spending our scarce 
resources educating children mot compiling reports. 

5. We wilh supply you With that glare biel Oni just 

this once. 

While these responses might be appropriate to deal with truly 
frivolous requests, the information at issue here is basic not frivolous. 
It is necessary to establish whether the School Board and School 
Administration, are complying with this Court] prior decision, Even 
without that decision, it is necessary to establish compliance with 
Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of ae 
acidesthatustatute, Stich inlomaliongis prima. ec1e dll sessentie  LooL 
of educational policy that ‘the School Board should be cager to tave 

Under these circumstances it is startling that defendants 
themselves have not voluntarily required that such information be com- 
Dailed and published every year. The Gaijure Loldonso suggests 10 
plaintiffs the only somewhat novel aspecieor thejr requested renedy—— 
that the minimum 12 categories of information, in the tabular form 
referred to in the Motion, be required by this Court to be disseminated 


to all elementary school parents. 


ape nen EEA A EE 


9 / Title I requires submission of periodic reports establishing com- 
pliance with its comparability standards. Title I, §109(@) (1970). 
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As a result of years of litigation and administrative proceedings, 
the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission has developed comprehensive 
reporting requirements which apply whenever a stockholder is asked to 
vote on election. of directors and other major corporate matters. Prior 
to so voting, each stockholder must be given a proxy statement which ~ 
Mis teincluide inter alte, Certig ed tance iel Solarements adm Orme ron 
On OLpieers: Salaries ete: \invmenysways, ~astrice ef Columiia elemenuary 
school parents have a greater stake in the success Chet her Poet Voren is 
schools than the stockholders of General Motors have echt company. 
They are entitled to know at least the rudimentary information in the 12 
categories referred to in the attached Motion in order to make intelligent 
decisions about their schools and to participate intelligently in improving 
them. It is no answer to say that the school budget is "public". Even 
the School Board member quoted earlier in this memorandum was stupefied 
by those “thousand pages of figures”. Relying solely on the budget 1s 
like telling a stockholder that he can come to company headquarters and 
Manspect the books”. 

For all the reasons outlined above, we urge this Court to 


erant plaintitfs' proposed decrees in the form owtlined in the attached 


Motion. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Peter F. Rousselot 
815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D.C.. 20006 
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APPENDIX 


Exhibit A in this Appendix contains, in tabular form, data 
on per-pupil expenditures in District of Columbia elementary schools 
supplied by defendant Superintendent of Schools to a Committee of 
defendant School Board on May 26, 1969. Because certain of the data 
in Exhibit A were provided only for groups of two or more schools 
known aesiUadministrative units” (e.¢., "Hyde-Fillmore-Jackson") , that 
Committee requested a further breakdown of the data for those units 
showing per-pupil expenditures for the individual component schools 
comprising each administrative unit. That breakdown, also supplied 
by defendant Superintendent of Schools, appears in this Appendix as 
Exit t ab . 

Charts 2 and 4 in this Appendix have been prepared by plaintiffs 
from the data, for fiscal 1968, which appears in the columns in defend- 
ants' tables marked "ADM" and "Expenditures D.C. Budget" in Exhibit A, 
and "ADM" and "General Fund Expenditures” fin Exhibit Be ne: covering 
letter from defendant Superintendent of Schools and footnote c to aie 
column “Expenditures D.C..Budget"™ in Exhibit A andicate that the data 
in that column for fiscal 1968 include UPO funds and impact aid funds. 
Data on “income Level of neighborhood" are «he same data used at the 
prior trial of this case--196U US eeGensus daca: 

Table 1 in this Appendix has also been prepared by pLaintizis 
from the same columns of data supplied by defendants that jah comer e ns tes 
used to prepare Charts e and 4. 

Charts 1 and 3 in this Appendix are photographically reduced 
reproductions of exhibits introduced at the original trial of this 


ease in L966. 
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EXHIBIT A 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 
PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 
418 - 181TH GYRET, KH. W. 
WAGHINGTON, BD, C. 20004 


May 26, 1969 


Mr. Julius W. Hobson, Chairman, Board of Education's 
Committee to Study the Implementation of the Wright Decree 
300 N Street, S. W. #510 

Washington, D. C. 20024 


Dear Mr. Hobson: 


The attached report, CHART B - AVERAGE EXPENDITURE PER PUPIDSomnY 
1963, FY 1965, FY 1968, is submitted ap per the instructions of the Board 
of Education. The data for this report were developed from information 
provided by the Accounting Department and the Automated Information 
Services. 


The column entitled "ESEA Title II" and "Other Funds" represents ESEA 
Title II (.ibrary Books) in all instances with the exception of the Military 
Road Elementary School which received an allocation of $8,046.20 from 
P.L. 313. In FY 1968, the column entitled "ESTrA Special Program Expen- 


appropriated for the operation of D. C. Public Schools in the regular 
District cf Columbia Appropriation, Impact Aid Funds and UROsRInds aay 
narrative report discussing these charts is attached for your information. 


In addition to the regular listings of expenditures by schools, listings 
have been prepared indicating expenditures by schools in each Ward in 
order that comparisons may be made among the schools in different areas 
of the city. 


LYK fa aay a 
William R. Mafining 


Superintendent of Schools 
WRM /mgj 


cc: Members of the Board 
Mr. Henley 
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AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES BY ADMINISTRATIVE UNITS 
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Ce CHART 4 


EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL IN SELECTED 
D.C. ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS” 
Based on 1968 Regular Budget Funds” 


SCHOOLS 

(Lowest Expenditure Group) OQ 100 200 300 400 £00 600 700 800 
McGOGNEY...... ee 
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(Highest Expenditure Group) 
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BERRY .. 


* In 1963-64 the spread between the highest and ewer schools was $41). 
The above dota from 1968 show that the spread has increased to $506. 


*kAlso includes impact aid funds and UPO funds. 


haber 


Fiscal Year 1968 


PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES * 


West of Rock Creek Park 


Ave. Daily Membershi Total Expe 
Eaton ighvo 339,780 


School 
Fillmore 93 
Hardy 236 
Hearst 28h 
Hyde 131 
Jackson 118 
Janney 52 
Key 2.3 
Lafayette 746 
Murch 653 
Oyster eat (S 
Stoddert 228 
yy 313 
Total 


* Includes regular budget funds, 
impact aid funds and UPO funds. 
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| bee mary Ly Pe r * 


‘Ta bee ees oe 
Fiscal 1968 
PER PUPIL SXPENDITURES * 


East of Anacostia River 


* Includes regular budget funds, 


impact aid funds and UPO funds. 


School Ave. Daily Membership Totalaix te Ave. /Puvil 
Aiton. 1, 064 B66 ies 544 610 
Beers 921 Se oy iO 363677 
Benning 508 125550 55504, 
Birney 1,092 O06 , 542 Sie os 
Burrville 561 249,885 YUS 43 
Carver 323 139,651 432,36 
Congress Heights 901 289, 583 221.40 
Davis Vo DON Bieta 
Draper 1,394 463,772 332.69 
Drew 981 339,705 366.67 
Garfield 1,068 348 ,982 326.76 
Green 1,360 452,218 6 Ven Gy 
‘Harris 1,162 LOW, O46 37.72 
Hendley 1,527 469,896 B07 6 le 
Houston 912 SSB es 367.65 
Kenilworth 963 389,485 HOW 45 
Ketcham 917 348,211 SYRIA: 
Kimball 1,319 we Ue. 327.02 
McGogney Wye ee, 395, 384 292.23 
Merritt Spey? 2534811 459.80 
Moten 1,435 479,929 334.45 
~Nalle 895 Sl Ay 352.80 
Nichols Avenue 731 Zid 123 329.85 
Orr 371 121,700 328.03 
Patterson 13292 478,197 370612 
‘Plummer 1 ANZ, 387 ,903 ashe] 
Randle Highlands M46 153,486 3444 14 
Richardson 1,043 423,408 4.05.95 
River Terrace 53% 225 5240 424.97 
Shadd 876 365, 344 417,06 
Simon Let o7 hO2, 524 336.28 
Smothers 633 261 , 4427 413,00 
Stanton 1,396 515,014 368.92 
Thomas 986 381 437 386 285 
Turner Ou B47 323 367.93 
Total 34,350 2,299,399 358.06 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT couRT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS W. HOBSON et al. 


Plaintiffs . 
ne | Civil Action No. 82-66 

CARL F. HANSEN et al., ec pacoteemaratner na 
| | BILED - F ay 
Defendants ae my eee O71) : 
Lae aa | 
CREE ae ROBERT M. STEARNS | 

. t CLERK. | 


In consideration of dafendantg' motion to anermi-certain orders of 
this court and the reply of plaintiffs to that motion, 
Zt is ORDERED chat the metion of defendants ba granted as rollovws: 


1. That the date for compliance with the portion of the eourt's 
order of Ausust 31, 1970 direct =o % defendants to file in the 
record projected per-pupil expenditure out of recular funds for 

teacher services rendered at each public elementary school in 

the District of Colucbia for the school year 15 7-71, as well 
ror~pupil eapendin ieee oul of remular funds for teacher 

rvices rendered at each public elementary school in the Dis- 

trict of Coluxbia during the school year 1909-1970, be extended 

fo November 2, 1970. 


2. That the date for compliance with thie court's show cause order 
of September 1, 1970, directing defendants to File ees 
indicating vay busing ox pupils from low-income waArea, ove 
whelninugly black, overcrowded schools in the Diatrict to ntehe 
income area, whiier and underpopulated schools would not elimin-- 
ate unnecessary differences in per-pupil expenditures relating 
to over- aud undercrowding, which defendants concede to be one 
of the causes of the lingering and spectacular rai Gee in 
overall per-pupil ex ‘pendi tures, be extended to November 16, 1970 


It is FURTHER ORDERED that the order of this cour: dated August 31, 
1970 be amended 80 as to permit plaintiffs until Noveuwber SU, 19/0 to tiis 
& memorandum responding to defendants' exhtbits filed in the record on 
August 10, 1970, August 21, 1970, Ausust 31, 1970, and Septenber 21, 1970, 
and on Navewber 2, 1980 and Noverbar 16, 1970 pursuant to this order. 

It is FURTHER ORDERED that defendants be permitted until December 10, 


1970 to answer plaintiffs' memorandum. 


Washinston, D. C. J. SKRELLY WRIGHT® 
Seplomber 24, 1970 UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE 
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- Civil Action Ho. 82-66 


CARL 7. HANSEN et dike, 


De femdante 


£t is ORDERED that the order of thta court issued Septenber 1, 
i970, be, and it {9 hereby, amended as follows: The second full sentence 


on page ¢@ should vead: Yer in the 1976 fiscal year, the elementary 
4 
schools wast of the Park bad aa uveraga parepupll expenditure of $753.61 


out of cequiar funds while the city-wide average wag $555.02—a differance 
Of approximately 29 per cont. 


Sr ep Lr A re, eee re ir ter: 


4 ESTFENE FRP FFP, pee LOTT 
ri ae ooeusatak Vit Steck ja? 


% 
GAs 


penditure 


submitted te this court on Aucust 21, 1370. 


UNLTED STATES © LeGULe JUDGE, 
Washington, D. ¢. 

Septenber 21, 1974 
Scares - 

“oitting by designation pursuant to 26 U.S.C. § 291(c). 

he - ; 

fhe $753.61 Cleure £2 arxvived at by totalins the school board's 
deo : 

reported expenditures out of 1979 veoular funds for che 13 selcols 
west of the Park and then dividin-: by 13. The 9905.82 {Licure is iahken 
ivom (ae echool board's statement of the city-wide mean perepupil cu~ 
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poate. s 
v. | : § Civil Action No. 82-'66 
CARL F. HANSEN, et al., : 
Defendants. 
OPPOSITION OF CASSELL, SWAIM AND TIRANA 
TO MOTION OF DEFENDANTS TO STRIKE 

Movants Charles I. Cassell, Martha S. Swaim and Bardyl 
R. Tirana oppose the motion of defendants to strike their motion 
for the following reasons: 

1. In his memorandum of points and authorities in 
support of the motion of defendants to strike, the Corporation 
Counsel Fy sfSevciaSy . ofatlin two arguments: (a) that under Section 1- 
301, D.C. Code, he alone has authority toc furnish legal repre- 
sentation to the Board of EdCCa rion and (b) that under Smuck 
Ve Hobson, UNS. HADD.) (Dt Cee eee Ute Ca l/ pam die at 
178 (1969) , individual apie te Ore ener ooari oc Education have © 
no standing oe ies See before this Court. | 

2% eaves ie not contest the right and duty of et 
Corporation Counsel to represent the peared OLE aucaeon, sac 
enact cane Movants contend, however, that the Corporation 
Counsel's appearance on behalf of the Board of Rahs prontin en ee 
action does not zive him ‘the right Loep Le Ud rcemt ie rights of 
Benak of Education without consulting with it. The Cor- 
poration Counsel's authority is to act as legal representative, 


he cannot represent if he does not know the position of the 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
PetUsew. HOBSON, etal.) a 
| 
tj 
Board of Education on the merits of the action. 


pth 


3. By his silence, the Corporation Counsel has admitted 
the truth of the allegations of Movants Motion to strike the 
pleadings filed by the Corporation Counsel on behalf of the 
Board of Education on July 6, 1970. In essence, Movants estab- 
lished that the uncontroverted facts are that (a) the Corporation 
Counsel had not communicated with the Board of Education at all 
about plaintiffs' amended motion filed May 19, 1970 or about 
‘the pleadings filed by the Corporation Counsel on July 6, 1970; 
(b) the Board of Education had not communicated with the Corpor- 
ation Counsel at all about plaintiffs' amended motion filed 
May 19, 1970 or about the position which the Board of Education 
wished to take in response to the amended motion; and (c) the 
Board of Education had not at any time since Movants Cassell and 
Tirana took office in January, 1970 discussed in good faith 
compliance with the order filed eee Hobson, Vv.) Hansen, 0D.) D.C. 
269 F. Supp. 401, 496 (1967). 
~ 4. The Corporation eee SE not fully complied with 
eon No. 8 of the pancnace SRETore Tat one! Ethics of the American 
Bar Resoctation which Srovicece te follows, Peay anteaters pact: 

"A eee avai endeavor to obtain full know- 
ledge of his client's cause before advising thereon, 

and he is bound to give a candid opinion of the merits 

and probably result of pending or contemplated liti- 

Pat Olean (Adopted August 27, 1908) 
oe eran ction Counsel did not obtain Full knowledge of the 
aoeaiere is evidenced a the Court's Order entered nNerei neon 
Jaty sib, 297. Ror thermore: the Corporation Counsel did not 


| 
| 
even discuss the litigation with the Board of Education, much 
‘less give it a candid opinion of the merits thereof. 
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Jee. OL LCoursenathe Comteear ion Counsel must control 
the incidental matters affecting the litigation.. But he cannot 
take action on behalf of the Board of Education without consul- 
Pings itjeas hevdidson July 6. 919/0ssitethesactironeresultomin 
"affecting the merits of the cause, or working substantial pre 
nudice sto the rights: of ‘therclmentem ew ee (CanoneNo a 74ectetie 
Canons of Professional Ethics of the American Bar Re scciaetene 
adopted August 27, 1908.) The litigation herein, and reads’ 
amended motion, are not routine matters on which the position 
on the merits by the Board of Education is clearly understood. 

6. We agree that generally individual members of the 
Board of Education have no independent standing. The standard 
PomsecelOrtnh in Smuck V7 LOD S OL ee oe AT ome Ce meme, Om eee 
TiSeeat. L// sand 178 *O96G9) eewasetollowe- | 

uWe alsovtindetrateMn: Sater has no appealable 

interest as a member of the Board of Education. 

While he was in that capacity a named defendant, 

the /Board of Education was undeniably the prin- 


cipal figure and could have been stied alone as 
a collective entity. Appellant Smuck had a fair 


opportunity to participate in its defense and in 
the decision not to appeal. Having done so, he 


has no separate interest as an individual in the 
litigation.'’ (Emphasis supplied.) 


In this case, however, Movants Cassell, Swaim and Tirana have 
had no opportunity, much less the "fair opportunity" required F 
by the United snares Gone of eee to participate in the 
unauthorized pleadings of the Corporation Peace filed on 
July 6, 1970... 

7. The minutes of the Meeting of the Board of Educa- 
tion of August 22, 1969 (a copy of which is annexed hereto as 


Exhibit A), reflect adoption of the following motion: (p. 2) 
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that the Counsel be requested to consider filing to 

Yacate the decree in the case of Hobson versus Hansen 

on the basis of substantial compliance by the Board 

re the decree". 
The Board did not direct or authorize the filing of a motion to 
vacate the decree. | 

8. Nearly one year has passed since the Board's meeting 
without any Board decision having been made in respect to the 
meivton herein. As noted by the amide of Movant Tirana herein 
Movants requested acSpecial meeting of the Board on June 24, 
1970 for consideration of the reply to be filed to plaintiffs" 
amended Ocione The President of the Board failed and refused 
to call the Special Meeting. In the interim, however, the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education has called, and the Board has 
held two special meetings, one on. July 1, 1970 (see Exhibit 5 
Annexed hereto), and the other on July 13, 1970 (see Exhibit C 
annexed hereto). The special meeting requested py Movants on 
June 24, 1970: still nas not peen Sener 

9. Accordingly, movants have had no "opportunity to 
participate", and their individual appearance herein is author- 


ized under Smuck v. Hobson, supra. 


WHEREFORE, Movants Cassell, Swaim and Tirana pray that 
their motion to strike be granted, and the motion of the Cor- 
poration Counsel to strike be denied, and for sucn other and 


further relief as may be just. 
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Charles I. Cassell 

Apartment 407 

1845 Summit Place, N. W. 

Washington, D. C. 20009 
Pro se 


Th 
"(T)hat the Board of Education request the Corporation 
Counsel to represent it in Civil Action No. 82-66 and 
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Martha S. Swaim 


649 Maryland Avenue, N. E. 
Washing ConweD 1G. 20002 
Pro Se 


| Bo U9 Totes Street, N. W. 
A ae Washington, D. C. 20016 
Pro Se 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Oppositior 


of Cassell, Swaim and Tirana was mailed, postage prepaid, to 
Peter F. Rousselot, Esq., Attorney for Plaintiff Hobson and 
Movants-Intervenors Humphreys, 815 Connecticut Avenue, 
Washington, D. C 20006; Donald R. Allen, Esq., Attorney for — 
Intervenors Bennetts, 1200 Tower Building, Washington, D. C. | 


20005; Joseph M. Hannon, Esq., Assistant United States Attormey, 


United States’ Courthouse, Washington, D C. 20001; and Hubert 


5B. Pair, Acting Corporation Counsel, D.C., Attorney for Defen- 


dants, District Building, Washington, Dec 20UCH thi sees et 
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MINUTES OF THE THIRTIETH (SPECIAL) MEETING OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION 


PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 


WASHINGTON, D. C, AUGUST 22, 1969 
PRESENT: President James E. Coates, Vice President Anita Ford 


ABSENT: 


Allen, Mr. Edward L. Hancock, Mr. Julius W. Hobson, 
Mr. Nelson C. Roots, Mr. Albert A. Rosenfield, and 
Mrs. Martha S. Swaim--Seven Board Members. 


Executive Secretary Gertrude L. Williamson. 


Acting Superintendent Benjamin J. Henley, and Charles S. 
Lofton, Executive Assistant to the Superintendent. 


Mrs. Muriel M. Alexander, Mr. John A. Sessions, Mrs. Mattie 
G. Taylor, and Mr. John H. Treanor, Jr.--Four Board Members. 


Vice President Allen called the meeting to order at 12:20 p.m., 
since President Coates had not arrived. 


The Executive Secretary announced a quorum present and stated 
that Mrs. Alexander, Reverend Coates and Mrs. Taylor were 
expected momentarily, and Mr. Sessions was on vacation and 
Mr. Treanor was out of town. 


Vice President Allen‘stated that the special meeting had been called 
for the purpose of taking action with respect to Civil Action No. 8266 
against the Members of the Board of Education, and matters relating thereto. 
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BOARD REQUESTS CORPORATION COUNSEL TO REPRESENT BOARD OF EDUCATION 
IN CIVIL ACTION NO. 8266 AND TO CONSIDER FILING TO VACATE 
THE DECREE ON BASIS OF SUBSTANTIAL COMPLIANCE 
BY BOARD) WITH: THE DECREE 


Acting President Allen pointed out that there was an action against 
the Board in the case of Hobson versus Hansen. 


A motion that the Board of Education request the Corporation Counsel 
to represent it in Civil Action No. 8266 and that the Counsel be requested 
to consider filing to vacate the decree in the case of Hobson versus Hansen 
on the basis of substantial compliance by the Board re the decree, was 
made by Mrs. Swaim and seconded by Mr. Rosenfield. 


Mr. Hobson said that he thought the Counsel had already filed a motion 
to vacate the decree and a motion for additional time. Mr. Hobson stated 
he would like to disqualify himself from voting because he originated the 
motion. He said that he had received from the Court a copy of the motion 
filed by the Corporation Counsel for additional time. Therefore, the 
Corporation Counsel is already representing the Board. Mr. Hobson requested 
that the record show that the Board of Education met August 22 to vote to 
have the Corporation Counsel represent it. However, the Corporation Counsel 
had already filed papers in the Court in the name of the Board of Education. 


Mr. Hobson further disqualified himself from the proceedings with an 
additional statement, that the Board of Education, individually and 
collectively, the Superintendent or Acting Superintendent, whoever he may be, 
are technical defendants in this case. 


At this point, Mr. Hobson explained the phrase,’ ''technical defendants."' 
He said, ''it means that no individual is Shas of anything nor are we 
trying to prove that,” ' . 


''No matter who sat on this Board, if you have a brand new Board‘tomorrow, 
they would become technical defendants.'! 


Mrs. Allen asked Mr. Hobson to sit through the vote in order to.maintain 
a quorum, even though he had disqualified himself and would not be voting. 


‘Mrs. Allen then explained that the Corporation Counsel had called her, 
as Acting President of the Board, a couple of weeks ago. They reminded her 
that there was only % day or two to indicate the intention of the Board. 

Due to the fact that. the. Board had not had an opportunity to act on the 
matter, Mrs. Allen, acting as Chairman of the Board, had asked the Corporation 
yore to request additional time in order for the Board to hold a special 


meeting. 
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The pending question was put and carried, with Mr. Hobson abstaining. 


BOARD DIRECTS POSTPONEMENT OF COMMUNITY MEETING 
SCHEDULED FOR SEPTEMBER 3 


Mrs. Allen said that the Board had voted not to hold regular meetings 
during the months of July and August. Because the September 3 community 
meeting comes just after Labor Day, Mrs. Allen asked the wish of the Board 
with respect to that meeting. 


Mr. Roots moved that the Board Meeting scheduled for September 3 be 
postponed to a later date, 


There being no second, Mrs. Swaim Proposed a motion which was seconded 
by Mr. Rosenfield, to waive the rules of the Board to permit postponement 
of the meeting scheduled for September 3, in view of the fact that budget 
hearings are scheduled, and that notification should be given to the 
community of a substitute meeting later for participation by the community. 


Mr. Hobson stated that in light of the pressing problems in the public 
schools, he would like for the record to show his opposition to the Board 


going without holding meetings for two months. 


Mrs. Allen reiterated the fact that this was the community meeting and 
not the regular Board business meeting. 


The question was put and carried with Mrs. Swaim, Mr. Rosenfield, 
Mr. Roots, Mr. Hancock and Mrs. Allen voting AYE and Mr. Hobson voting NO. 


At this point, President Coates entered the meeting. 
Mrs. Allen explained to President Coates that the motion -on the floor 
was not to hold the September 3 meeting of the Board of Education, and that 


the vote in favor of the motion had just been completed, 


There being no further business, the méeting adjourned at 12:29 Pp. mM; 


Gertrude L. Williamson 
Executive Secretary 
Board of Education 
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NOTICE OF MEETHla 


BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA C4 (elite ¥ 
PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 
415 TWELFTH STREET, N. W. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 20004 
ANITA FORD ALLEN, PRESIDENT 
JAMES E. COATES, vice PRESIDENT 
MURIEL M. ALEXANDER 
CHARLES I. CASSELL 
EDWARD L. HANCOCK 
NELSON C. ROOTS 
_ ALBERT A. ROSENFIELD 


MARTHA S. SWAIM 
MATTIE G. TAYLOR Une 257501 970 


BARDYL R. TIRANA 
EVIE M. WASHINGTON 


GERTRUDE L. WILLIAMSON —— 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 


Members of the Board of Education 
of the District of Columbia 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 


The President of the Board of Education has scheduled a meeting 
of the Committee-of-the-Whole at 7:30 PegtenON usu yenle to /0 etn s the 
Presidential Building, for the purpose of discussing the reports sub- 
mitted by the Acting Superintendent for a better educational program 
formthes|9/0-/J school year, as requested by the Board on March 18, 1970. 


Immediately following the meeting of the Committee-of-the-Whole, 
the President has called a Special Meeting of the Board for the purpose 
of possibly taking action on the reports of the Acting Superintendent, 
as discussed in the Committee-of-the-Whole. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Gertrude L. Williamson 
Executive Secretary 
Board of Education 
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ANITA FORD ALLEN, prRESIDENT 
JAMES E. COATES, vice PRESIDENT 
MURIEL M. ALEXANDER 
CHARLES I. CASSELL 

EDWARD L. HANCOCK 
NELSON C. ROOTS 

ALBERT A. ROSENFIELD 
MARTHA S. SWAIM 

MATTIE G., TAYLOR 

BARDYL R. TIRANA 

EVIE M. WASHINGTON 


GERTRUDE L. WILLIAMSON 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 
415 TWELFTH STREET, N. W. 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20004 


JULVN 9 ee)9 /0 


Members of the Board of Education 
of the District of Columbia 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 


I am pleased to send to you the report from Dr. Kenneth Clark 


entitled "A Possible Reality" 


and the volume of Task Force memoranda 


which represents Supportive documentation. 


ie 
July 13 to discuss the report and to answer our questions. 


Monday, 


Clark has arranged his schedule to meet with the Board on 


Accordingly, the president of the Board of Education is Calling 


a special meeting of the Board for. Monday, 
The Board will meet in executive session-at 
Superintendent's Conference Room WEEE DI. 


members, 


Jolyet so /0eates 00 toe 
3:00 p.m. in the 

Clark and some of his staff 

At 6:00 p.m. we shall go into Open session in the Board 


Room, Presidential Building, to receive the report officially and to 
ac mu DOE it. “oe ; 


J think you ought to know that advance copies have been 


distributed to members of the working press. 


I hope this 1S )con= 


sistent with your interests. 


AFA :mdw 


Coes Mr. 
Mr 


Sincerely yours, 


iit 7 Clie. 
(Mrs.) Anita F. Allen : 


President 
Board of Education 


Henley 
Nickens 
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IN TRE UNITED STATES THSTRICT COURT 
POR TRE PASEHICT OF fa sie by 
JULIUG HOBSON, et al, ; 
Pleintiffe, 
ee > Chvll Action Ne. 82-66 
CARL F F. HANSEN, et al., : 
Defengants. : 
E: SUBMiES Ns 1OFE ye PENDANTS 
" Puravant to order af Court dated Auguat 12, 1970, defendants 
gnbinit herewith ¢ the appended information for the Court's cone 
sideration. 
fel Bebext &. Pais 
EUBERT 3B. PAIR 
Acting Corporation Coungel, D.C. 
7 /af Jota A, Faruest 
- JOIN A. anlar al 
£8618% me <A eration Counsel, D.C. 
{af TAS thew aa eeBk Haney 
SAUL a : biel TLLA EY 
Assictant Corporation Counsel, 2.C. 


Sad Phe ene B. Hedrick 
EE) BARE 3 mm. NED CH 
Ags a map C orroration Counsel, D.C. 
fe Atos? 7h ON iar nee tg ' 
Distric ct Butidin 
Washineten, Dif 
629-4805 
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DISTRIBUTION OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS, PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE FROM REGULAR APPROPRIATIONS, 1969 - 1970 SCHOOL YEAR , 3 
. ¢ 2 : 7 
Under $500.00 500.00 - 599.99 500.00 - 599.99 600.00 = 699.99 ‘| 700.00 - 799.99 800.00 - 899.99 900.00 ~ 999.99} 1000.00 ~ 1099.99] 1100.00 - and cver 
Morgan Annex 104.42 | Slowe 500.89 | Eckington 553.26] Langston 601.66 | Giddings: 705.84 | Cleveland | 806.30 Stevens 930.19 Grimke 1000.00 | Nichols Avenue 1132.06 | 
m2: 304.57 | Patterson 507.783 | Adams 553.96 | Mott 603.33 | Burrville 712.30 | Lenox A. 811.68 Lenox 949.48 Peary eee : 
oweil, Anmex 327.14 | Ketchem & A. 512.38] Gibbs ; 554.23 | Webb — ~ 605-76 | Eatott 715.89 | Edmonds 830.12 Mann © 966.97 : @rant 1625 7 
roy 375.14 Benning § A. 513.48] Langdon 557.44 | Raymond 608.62 Richardson 719.02 | Hyde 855.25 Military Road 1813 l 
die Highlands 407.33 | Draper 515.09 | Park. View 564.27 | Montgomery 609.61 | Bruce 720.04 | Fillmore 873.58 ‘ Bundy : 
idiey & Annex 438.46 Carver 516.66 | Harris 570.31 | Syphax 611.83 Wheatley 720.26 | Powell 881.26 a 
Cengtess Heights 453.96 | Kingsman 518.09 | Stanton & A. 570.91] Simmons 612.39 durch 720.33 *@ 
Kinbell 472.13 | Plummer 518.29 | Emery 575.08 | Brookland 613.42, Thomson 722.04 : a 
Nalle £76.29 Lafayette 515.82 | Payne 576.48 | Watkins 615.20 | Van‘Ness 728.93 f 
McGogney 476.80 | Young 524.36 | Aiton 577.44 | Maury 616.44 |- Bowen 734.43 ‘ ae 
Garfield 484.75 | Green 526.89 | Takoma 578.92 | Monroe 619.57 | Gage 744.24 Vi 
Davis, Annex 490.96 | Bancroft 528.12); Bryan 582.98 | Shepherd 621.51 | Hearst 746.33 , : : f 
Sinca 491.75 | Turner 529.96 | Moten 584.01 \Mimidon 624.04 Stoddert 752.98 Bic ( | 
Snothers 498.04 | Orr 530.32 | Houston 585.39 | LaSalle 625.19 | Jangey 760.57 Ne } 
: Whittier 531.08 | Morse ' 586.48} Clark 632.33 Hardy fee) — 4 4 
Ruddlph 535.38] Cooke, H.D. 587.24 | Truesdell 639.46 | Morgan 775.65 . ~aneinindepgi ot —— al 
Wilson 538.91] Crummell & A 588.30] Brent 642.35 | Harrison 789.13 oe 
Noyés 540.14] Walker-Jones 969.76 | Buchanan "648,24 || Key , 794.28 : 
Keene 541.11] Birney 590.30 | Garrison 653.61 ‘ : \ 
Logan 544.31 | Burroughs 590.85! Petworth - 659 .36 : coe 
Drew DAS. 28 Cook we dink. 592.90 | Jackson * 659.62 5 : 
Bunker Hill 549-00) Slater | 593.63 | Peabody 661.98 |- é ' 6 
Brightwood 545.53 Sumier 4 593.70 | Oyster 662.98 ; , . 
Blow-Pierce 551.09} Goding 595.63 | Woodridge 666.86 3 
Miner 551.85 | Beers 595.91] Lovejoy 667.44 a8 
: Kenilworth 596.17| Seaton | 668.05 : : ‘ i 
3 West” 598.65| Thomas 670.82 ; : 5 Se . , 
j Tyler. wmmes 672.23 : 
- | Barnard 672.35 : 
: : rc Shadd 674,82 | . 
erste 686.08 
River, Terrace’ 688.53 : 
Lewis 692.44 : a ; 
. Meyer 695.36 


| ne, J . 
y or 


4 \ 


Under 439.37 


Morgan Annex 104.42 | Congress Egts. 453. 
Tubman 304.57 
Tyler Annex 327.14 
Savoy 375.14 
Randle Highlands 407.33 
Hendley & Annex 438.46 
585.82 -— 615.10 615.11 — 644.39 
Morse 586.48] Watkins 615. 
Cooke, H.D. 587.24! Maury 616. 
Crummell & Annex 588.30] Monroe 619. 
Walker-Jones 589.76] Shepherd 621. 
Birney 590.30| LaSalle 625. 
Burroughs 590505) Glarik G32. 
Cooks dis Es 592.90] Truesdell 639. 
Slater 593.65] Brent 642, 
Goding 5957.63 
Beers SIS. 9 1 
Kenilworth S96. 27 
West 598.65 
Langston 601.66 
Mott 603.33 
Webb . 605.76 
Raymond 608.62 
Montgomery 609.61 
Syphax 611.83 
Simmons 612.39 
Brookland 613.42 


439.37 ~ 468.65 


LISTING OF SCHOOLS BY DEV 


96 


~- 


ATION FROM THE MEAN, AT FIVE PERCENT INTERVALS - EXPE, 


468.66 -— 497.94 


Kimba]1 472.13 
Nalle 476.26 
McGogney 476.80 
Garfield 484.75 
Davis & Annex 490.96 
Simon 491.75 


644.40 - 673.68 


Buchanan 648.24 
Garrison 653.61 
Petworth 659 .36 
Jackson 659.62 
Peabody 661.98 
Oyster 662.98 
Woodridge 666.86 
Lovejoy 667.44 
Seaton 668.05 
Thomas 670.82 
Tyler 672.23 
Barnard 672.35 


(Mean - 585.82) 


497.95 ~ 527,22 


Smothers 

Slowe’ 
Patterson 
Ketcham & Annex 
Benning & Annex 
Draper 
Lafayette 
Carver 

Kingsman 
Plummer 

Young 

Green 


673.69 - 702.97 


Shadd 

Merritt 

River Terrace 
Lewis 

Meyer 


527.23 - 556.52 


528.12 
529.96 
530.32 
531.08 
535.38 
538.91 
540.14 
541.11 
544.31 
545.23 
545.50 
545.53 
551.09 
551.85 
553.26 
553.96 
554.23 


705.84 
712. 
7S 
YN 
720. 
720. 
720.33 
722.04 


498.04 Bancroft 
500.89 Turner 
507.78 Ores 
512.38 | Whittier 
513.48 | Rudolph 
515.09 Wilson 
515.82 | Noyes 
516.66 Keene 
518.09 | Logan 
518.29 Drew 
524.36 Bunker Hill 
526.89 | Brightwood 
Blow-Pierce 
Miner 
Eckington 
Adams 
Gibbs 
702.98 - 732.27 
674.82 | Giddings 
686.08 Burrville 
688.53 Eaton , 
692.44 Richardson 
695.36 Bruce 
Wheatley 
Murch 
Thomson 
Van Ness 


728.93 


556.53 = 585.81 


Langdon 557.44 
Park View 564.27 
Harris 570.31 
Stanton & Annex 570.91 
Emery 575.08 
Payne - 576.48 
Aiton 577.44 
Takoma 578.92 
Bryan 582.98 
Moten 584.01 
Houston 585.39 
v 

732.28 - 761.56 

Bowen 734.43 

Gage 744,21 

Hearst 746.33 

Stoddert 752.98 

Janney 760.57 


NDITURES FROM REGULAR APPROPRIATIONS ONLY 


7Gln>7 ee 790°C 85 790.86 — 820.34 820.15 - &49.53 849.44 - 878.72 878.73 - 908.01} 908.02 ~ 937.30 | 937.31 - 966.59] 966.60 - 995.88 


949.98 


Hardy P22 539 Key 794.28 Edmonds 830.12 Hyde 855.25] Powell 881.26 "Stevens 930.19} Lenox Mann 966.97 
Morgan 775.65 | Cleveland - £06.30 Fillmore 873.58 . 
Harrison 789.13 |} Lenox Annex 811.68 


995,89 = 1025.18 1025.19 and over 


Grimke 1000.00 | Nichols Ave. 1132.06 
Perry 2163.40 ‘ 
Grant 3625.47 
Military Rd. 1818.61 
Bundy 2023.77 


= oh 4 > | : ; f 7 ~ psa | apnge ia | 
— psd Bint aa * ' | pee Py 24 Lar - a 
' 
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“DISTRIBUTION OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS BY 1959 MEDIAN INCOME IN THE CENSUS TRACT OF THE SCHOOL'S LOCATION 


Under 2000.00 


6000.00 - 6999.99 


Clark 6000 
Petworth : 6000 
Powell 6033 
Powell & Annex 6033 
Raymond 6033 
Peabody 6049 
Simon 6138 
Bancroft 6158 
Adams 6278 
Barnard " 6329 
Hendley & Annex 6386 
Orr - 6467 
Patterson 6474 
River Terrace 6597 
Woodridge 6614 
Rudolph 6759 
Truesdell 6759 


2000.00 - 2999.99 


Syphax 2912 
Lenox Annex 2998 


Van Ness 2998 


7000.00 — 7999.99 


Brookland 7052 


Noyes 7052 
Slowe 7052 
Takoma 7379 
Brightwood 7611 
West 7611 
Whittier 7650 
Beers = aE 
Randle High 7777 
Grant 7896 
Military Rd. 7986 
Kimball 7992 


11000.00 - 11999.99 


Janney 11096 
Oyster S376 
Jackson 11384 
Eaton 11582 
Hearst 11582 


12000.06 -— 12999.99 


3000.00 ~ 3999.99 


Bundy 3201 
Montgomery 3201 
Morse 3201 
Birney 3430 
Nichols Avenue 3430 
Savoy 3430 
Garrison 3466 
Perry 3540 © 
Seaton. 3540 
Simmons 3540 
Walker-Jones 3540 
Thomson 3617 
Harrison 3741 
Tubman 3868 
Cook, Jabs 3872 
’ Langston 3872 
Slater 3872 
Cleveland 3930 
Grimke %3930 
Kenilworth 3937 
Thomas 3937 
Lewis 3945 
Mott 3945 


8000.00 - 8999.99 


Burroughs 8040 
_ Keene 8040 
Langdon * 8040 
La Salle 8192 


13000.00 --13999.99 


Shepherd Tees! 
Lafayette 13324 
Hardy 13756 
Mann 13756 


4000.00 - 4999.99 5000.00 - 5999.99 


9000.00 - 9999.99 ; 10000-:00 - 10999.99 


5100 


5135 


5135 
pets) 
5150 
5150 


5150. 


5150 
5173 
ST73 
5214 
5238 
5238 
5246 
5246 
5274 
5348 
5348 
5348 
5583 
5583 
5629 
5685 
5685 
5789 


Burrville 4322 Draper 
Richardson 4322 Cooke, H. D. 
Meyer 4348 Morgan 
Buchanan 4459 Morgan Annex 
Payne 4459 Drew 
Watkins 4459 Harris 
Bowen 4500 Nalle 
Aiton 4538 Shadd 
Bruce - 4556 Eckington 
Monroe e556 Emery 
Benning and Annex 4570 Turner 
Smothers 4570 Garfield 
Logan 4575 Moten 
Crummell & Annex 4578 Green 
Webb 4578 McGogney 
Wilson 4694 Gage 
Giddings 4616 Carver 
Lenox 4716 Houston 
Tyler 4716 Merritt 
Gibbs 4718 Ketcham & Annex 
Miner 4718 Stanton & Annex 
Goding 4728 Stevens 
Edmonds 4758 Davis & Annex 
Lovejoy 4758 Plummer 
Bryan 4783 Brent 
Blow-Pierce 4907 Congress Hts. & Annex 5902 
Kingsman 4907 
Maury 4907 - 
Young 4944 
Park View 4958 

_ Wheatley ~ 4992 


Bunker Hill 9720 
Filmore 9780 
Hyde 9780 


14000.00 & Over 


Key 


14269 


Murch 
Stoddert- 


ov 


LISTING OF SCHOOLS BY DEVIATION FROM THE MEAN OF ALL MEDIAN INCOMES OF THE CENSUS TRACK OF LOCATIONS: AT FIVE PERCENT INTERVALS 
(Mean - 5969.85) 


9 


fo G2 
<¢ 
a 
6 
ra 


— 
~ 


4 


2912 
2998 
e229 
3204 
3201 
S208 


Sper ere Gere epsrs ee) 


Birney 
Nichols Ave. 
Savoy 
Garrison 
ror y 
Seaton 
Simmons 
Walker-Jones 


3430 
3430 
3430 
3466 
3540 
3540 


3540 


3540 


46, 


3583.00 - 3880.00 


Thomson 
Harrison 
Tubman 
COOK, J.8s 
Langston 
Slater 


S617 
3741 
3868 
3od2 
30) 2 
oOi2 


3881.00 =-4179,00 


Cleveland 
Grimke 
Kenilworth 
Thomas 
Lewis 
Mott 


3930 
3930 
293/ 
ODay 
3945 
3945 


4180.00 - 4477.00 


Burrville 
Richardson 
Meyer 
Buchanan 
Payne 
Watkins 
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4459 ° 


4478.00 - 4776.00 
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st 
ear <4 
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ibbs 
Miner 
Goding 
Edmonds 
Lovejoy 


fe Bee 5074, 00 


Blow-Pierce 
Kingsman 


Park View 
Wheatley 


Draper 
Cooke, H LD. 
Morgan 
Morgan Annex 
Drew ° 
Harris 
Nalle 
Shadd 
Eckington 
Emery 
Turner 
Garfield 
Moten 
Green 
McGogney 
Gage 
Carver 
Houston 
Merritt 


5075.00 = 5373.00 


5100 
oe) 
Dloo 
Se) 
5/988 
DU 
DLO 
5150 
ot Re. 
es. 
5214 
Ov aes) 
5238 


5246, 


5246 
52/4 
5348 
5348 
5348 


o3/4.007 = 5671.00 


Ketcham 
Stanton & Annex 5583 
Stevens 


5672.00 = 5969.00 


Davis & Annex 
Plummer 
Brent 


Congress Hts. & Annex 


3665 
5685 
ST keke, 
5902 


Pelvis, 


Pest 22° 3 17 eee er 


7611 
7611 
7650 


7762.00 - 8059-00 


Beers 
Randle High, 
Grant 


Military Rd. 


Kimball 
Burroughs 
Keene 
Langdon 


AEST T 
tf, 
7896 
7986 
The Neh 
8040 
8040 
8040 


4) 


6060.00 =~ 8358.00 


LaSalle 


SBOE 


8359.00 ~- 8656.00 


8657.00 = 8955.00 


i ee. at — 9 iy fai _ | 
es —— mae Pe 


9254.00 = 9552.00 9953-00 = 9850.00 


Bunker Hill 9720 
Fillmore 9780 
Hyde 9780 


5, 


9851.00 - 10149.00 


10150.00 - 10447.00 


Murch 


10374 


$0747.00 = 


Stoddert 


11044.00 


10835 


11045 .00 


Janney 


= 145.00 


11096 


ot 


11344.00 - 


Oyster 
Jackson 
Eaton 
Hearst 


11641.00 


11376 
11384 
11502 
bi562 


11642.00 = 11940.00 
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Correlation Between 1970 Per-Pupil Cost and 

| . . . 

I Pate ~ 1959 Median Family Income 

iL : 2 

As requested by the URited States District Court Tor the District 
of Columbia, an attempt has been made to establish the relationship 
between the p»"-pupil expenditure and each individual elementary school 

iS 

_ building and the median family imcome in the census tract in which that 
school building is located. Data on per-pupil expenditures are based 


on costs in the 1969-1970 school year not from regular, appropriations 


while the ,income figures are derived from the 1960 Decennial Census 


and show median income in the 1959 calendar year. Separate arrays Oren 


F et 


per-pupil expenditures ari median income for (31) bui fdings were 
COnoied. By fe of a standard formula, using a rank-order method of 
Peper ion. appropriate to the cone tian of: two ranked listings, a 
co-efficient of correlation of -.08 was obtained. This indicates that 
no relationship exists between the variables under consideration, i.e., 
the per-pupil expenditure by the District of Columbia Public School 
System, at any specified school building is independent of the median 
family income in Bee nen cnoe armors 

[Inasmuch as the data on per-pupil expenditures and those on family 
‘acome are based on information collected ten years apart, it is diffi- 
cult to make any meaningful interpretation of the figures, The fore- 
going conclusion is vatid only if the same pattern of create income 
exists in 19/0 as was evident in 1960, Retest eet ical data are 
not yet available from the Bureau of the Census, it is manifest that, 
in a substantial number of instances, the economic level in census 


tracts on the periphery of the central core of the city has changed 


materially. 
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mean median family income was secured by adding the median for 


ae 


each aie and dividing that total by 131] -- the number of elementary 


1969 that were still occupied 


, 


school buildings 7 use on. October 16 
for that purpose at the end of the 1969-1970 Reh e year. The mean 
was found to be $5 969.85. The standard deviation from this mean was 
found to be plus or aie S2 483 120 Mihatwis, etomcay, thie bulkrot 
the schools under Seu Ste Te weme (Geeted “in areas where fic 1959 
median ey income ranged from 23, 186, 73 to $8,452. 97. 

‘The Peon pereers ce per- pupal expenditure from funds 
authorized by the fiscal year 1970 District of Columbia Appropriation 
Act and the 1959 median family income in the census tract in which 


each schoo! was located was -.081. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS : 
PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 
416 - 12TH STREET, N. We 
WASHINGTON, D, CG. . 20004 3 


No. School - 1959 Median - No. School | 1970 Per-Pupil 
Income . Expenditure 
1. Syphax 2912 ¢ 1. Morgan Annex 104.42 
2. Lennox Annex 2998 2. Tubman S04 25 
3. Van Ness 2998 3.. Powell Annex | 327614 
4, Bundy 7 3201 2. 4. Savoy 375.58 
5. Montgomery S20 LE 5. Randall Highlands | AY (el ee. 
6. Morse A201 6. Henley & Annex | 438.46 
] pa Dey. 3430 7. Congress Hgts. & Ann. 453276 
8, Nichols Avenue 3430 8. Kimball LE Wee 
9. Savoy | 3430 9. Nalle 476.29 
10. Garrison +5 54006 ee _ 10. McGogney | 476.80 
il. Perry 3540 .- =. DieGartietd 484.75 
12. Seaton 3540 12. Davis & Annex 490.96 
13. Simmons 3540 13.6Simons 491.75 
"14. Walker-Jones as 3540 14. Smothers 498.04 
15. Thomson 3617 15. Slowe 500.89 
16. Harrison 374% 16. Patterson ASOT kel its: 
17. Tubman 3868 17. Ketcham & Annex BlZvoe 
Ie. (Srepe) ont aoe 3872 18. Benning & Annex 513.46 
19. Langston 3872 19. Draper 515.09 
20. Slater 3872 20. Lafayette Sisee2 
Jieeoleveiand -«, 3930 7) seGarven: . mee 5 16.60 
22. 7Grimke 3930 22. Kingsman 516.09 
23. Kenilworth 3937 237eF Lumier Sp Mere A: 
24. Thomas | oo 37 24501 oung 524.36 
25. Lewis 3945 25. Green 526.09 
262 Mott | 3945 ve lOtLBancrohtiae - oe ne oie 
Pi meourriille : Nao ips 7 jee Ones 529.296 
28. Richardson ; 4322 2S One Be lOrey 
29. Meyer 4348 995 Whittier . Soto 
30. Buchanan a 4459 30. Rudolph . Fa eo 
jeer ayne 4459 31. Wilson 535 09 
32. Watkins 4459 32. Noyes 540.14 
33. Bowen “4500 33. Keene 5a el 
S49 VAiton 4538 34. Logan 54a. 3u 
35. Bruce 4556 35... Drew Sve 
36. Monroe 4556 36. Bunker Hill , 545,20 
37. Benning & Annex ol Oe 37. Brightwood _ 545,50 
38. Smothers 4570 38. Blow-Pierce yey Aa 
39. Logan 4575 395 Mines 55 Lae 
40. Crummell & Annex 4578 40. Eckington vape tay 
41. Webb 4578 41, Adams Bietelees ss 
42. Wilson L694 42. Gibbs . 5 5Ga 20 
43. Giddings 4616 43. Langdon 55:7 644 


44, Lenox - - Sle 4716 ae 44. Park View 564.27 


a yer 
. Gibbs 
« Miner 


Goding 


. Edmonds 
. Lovejoy 


Bryan 
Blow-Pierce 
Kingsman 
Maury 


- Young 
- Park View 


Wheatley 


. Draper 
» Cooke, H. D. 
- Morgan 


Morgan Annex 


- Drew 
iat .S 


Nalle 


evonedGn 


Eckington 


- Emery 


Turner 


. Garfield 
- Moten 

« Green 

« McGogney 
« Gage 


Carver 
Houston 
Merritt 
Ketcham & Annex 


woeaicon & Annex 
« Stevens 


Davis & Annex 


» Llummer 


Brent 


- Congress Hgts. & Ann. 
oo Lark 
weretworth 


Powell 


welowell Annex 
- Raymond 


Peabody 
Simon 


-Dancrott 

. Adams 

. Barnard 

- Henley & Annex 


Orr 
Patterson 


: hiver Terrace 


tod HALris 

46. Stanton & Annex‘! 
47, Emery 

48. Payne 

49. Aiton 

5O.. Takoma 

51. Bryan 

52. Moten 

55. Houston 

54. Morse 


Doe COOKegall. Ds 


56. Crummell & Annex 
2/7. Walker- Jones 
58. Birney 


.59. Burroughs 


60), Cooked. er. 
6h, Slater 

62. Goding 

63. Beers 
64. Kenilworth 
65. West 

66. Langston: 
67. Mott 

68. Webb 

69. Raymond 
70. Montgomery 
71. Syphax 

72. Simmons 
73. Brookland 
74, Watkins 
75. Maury 

76. Monroe 

77. Shepherd 
Vow baAnSatAG. 4 
Io Clare 

80. Truesdell 
81. -Brent 

82. Buchanan 
63. Garrison 
84. Petworth 
85. Jackson 
86. Peabody 
87. Oyster 

88. Woodridge 
89. Lovejoy 
90) Seaton 

91. Thomas 

92. Tyler 

Ooms bariatric 
94. Shadd 

95. Merritt 
96. River Terrace 
97. Lewis 


eh VAG f 
ou et 
Hy o<0e 
576.48 
JD) leo 
578.92 
582.98 
584.01 
Joe 
586.48 
587.24 


 588.30- 


DOO. 1G 
590.30 
eh she 
Deo O 
BIOS 
Deo 
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SoG aus 
598.65 
601.66 
603.33 
605.76 
608.62 
609.61 
611.83 


612.39 


613.42 
615.20 
616.44 
obo. 57 
Gaia on 
625.59 
652.33 
639 .46 
Gales 
648.24 
653.61 
659.36 
659562 
661.98 
662.98 
666.86 
667.44 
668.05 
6/0262 
Oi2e25 
672.358 
674.82 
686.08 
688.53 
692.44 
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LOL. 
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103: 
104. 
105. 
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LOF. 
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peLio. 
Aes 
118 bs 
Lise 
be. 
HLS = 
116. 
i 
erie 
Aas 
1203 
iA iy 
eee 
123. 
124. 
125% 
1266 
122i 
128. 
129. 
130s 
Laie 


Woodridge 
Rudolph 
Truesdell 
Brookland 
Noyes 
Slowe 
Takoma 
Brightwood 
West 
Whittier 
Beers 
Randall Highlands 
Grant 
Military Road 
Kimball 
Burroughs 
Keene 
Langdon 
Lasalie 
Bunker Hill 
Fillmore 
Hyde 

Murch 
Stoddert 
Janney 
Oyster 
Jackson 
Eaton 
Hearst 
Shepherd 
Lafayette 
Hardy 

Mann 

Key 


Meyer 


.« Giddings 
eurry ia Le 


Eaton 


«= Richardson 
. brace 
. Wheatley 


Murch 
Thoms on 


- Van Ness 


Bowen 
Gage 
Hearst 
Stoddert 


- Janney 


Hardy 
Morgan 
Harrison 
Key, 
Cleveland 
Lenox Annex 


« Edmonds 
. Hyde 
wee) IMone 


Powell 

Stevens 

Lenox 

Mann 

Grimke 

Nichols Avenue 
Perry 

Grant 


» Military Road 


Bundy 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA taal (4 Wid tek BD, 


AUG 4 2 1970 


Julius Hobson, et al., Meni, ak x : 
fe » SILANIVO, Cler 
| : Plaintiffs, ROBERI. M. Si tanivo, Clerk 
Vv. Civil Action No.: 82-66 
Carl F. Hansen, et al., | 
Defendants 4 
Oy Re Dae 


a eee eee 


. It is ORDERED that defendants file with the Clerk of this 
court on or before August 21, 1970 the following tables of 
data from the 1970 fiscal year: : 


(1) The distribution of elementary schools in 
terms of per pupil expenditure out of regular 
funds, ranking them from the lowest to these 
highest, and organized as is the table filed 
with this court on August 10, 1970 entitled 
"Distribution of Elementary Schools, Per 
Pupil Expenditure, 1969-1970 School. Year." ' 


(2) The listing of elementary schools by de- 
viation from the mean per pupil expenditure 
out of regular funds, ranking them from 
the lowest to the highest, and organized as 
is the table filed with this court on 
August 10, 1970 entitled "Listing of Schools 
by Deviation from the Mean, at Five Percent 
Intervals." | 


(3) The distribution of elementary schools in 
terms of 1959 median family income, rank- 
ing them from the lowest median income 
to the highest, and organized as is the 

_table filed with this court on August 10, 
1970 entitled "Distribution of Elementary 
Schools, Per Pupil Expenditure, 1969-1970 
School: Year."' 


(4) The listing of elementary schools by 


deviation from the mean 1959 median family 
income, ranking them from the lowest income 


He 


to the highest, and organized as is the 
table filed with this court on August 
10, 1970 entitled "Listing of Schools by 
Deviation from the Mean, at Five Percent 
Intervals." 


(5) A calculation of the statistical correlation 
between deviation from mean per pupil ex- 
penditure out of regular funds and deviation 


from mean 1959 median family income. _ _.... .-.. Pte Eee 


It is FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiffs be permitted until 
September 14, 1970 to file a memorandum responding to defendants 
exhibits filed in the record on August 10, 1970-pursuant to 
court order and those exhibits which will be filed on August 
21.6 1970 = pursuants toethisporder sa Cars 


FURTHER ORDERED that defendants be permitted until 
October 5, 1970 to answer plaintiffs' memorandum. 
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UNITED STALES DISTRICT COURT 


csc eSD EADS OCLC Le TN ss 


JULIUS W. HOBSON et al., 
| 


| 
1 
i 
Plaintiffs . i 
t | ‘ 
{ : \ i 
LY 
: 
' 
f 
i 
| 


Ve Civil Action No. 82-66 


i 


CARL F. HANSEN ect al., : | 
; FILED 
| SEP 1 1970 
‘ROBERT M. SIEARINS, CLERK 


Defendants | 


i | 
Miyy: pany he" ay aa ; 


In consideration of plaintiffs' motion.to produce additional informa- 


4 | 
tion, [aoe er 
. ‘ a eee 


4 . 
ee a5 L 


IT IS ORDERED that the defendants herein file in the record in this 
case on or before October 5, 1970, the following information: 


1. For each public elementary school in the District of Columbia list 
the enrollment capacity and the actual enrollment as of September 
21, 1970, together with percentage of over- or under-capacity. 
and percentage 2) . and percentage 
eZee Lhe numberyor white pupils and the nad oee SR EIEN EE 1s in each 
public elementary school in the District of Columbia as of September 
Slips, AUER 


3. Projected per-pupil expenditure out of regular funds for teacher 
services rendered at each public elementary school in the District 
of Columbia for the school year 1970-1971, as well as the per-pupil 
expenditure out of regular funds for teacher services rendered at 
each public elementary school in the District of Columbia during 
‘the school year 1969-1970. 

4. Any data from the 1970 census which will indicate the median family 
income for the neighborhood of each public elementary school in the 
District of Columbia. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this court's order filed August 12, 1970 be 
amended so as to permit the plaintiffs until October 12, 1970 to file a 
memorandum responding to the defendants! exhibits filed in the record’ on 
August 10, 1970, on August 21, 1970, and pursuant to thiseorcenr.sll is 
FURTHER ORDERED that the defendants be permitted until October 26, 1970, 
to answer the plaintiffs! memorandum, 

IT LS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiffs' motion to produce additional 


information filed August 17, 1970, other than as granted in this order, 


Bemdented: 


ba 
we LL 
To giteuuy weicuey 

Washington, D. C. UNITED STATES CLRCULT JUDGE 


Sepvémber 1, 1970 


*Sitting by designation pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 291(c). 
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PERE ERA I Nr AN ARNT Ot EIU RR ze tPA Fd EAE he 


1969-70 
ADM 


597.2 
1054.6 
936.1 
839.8 
926.7 
534.7 
994.9 
712.0 
556.0 
SUP aE) 
755.5 
Bale 
464.3 
807.0 
614.2 
186.3 
1050.2 
848.4 
554.0 
320.5 
700.4 
346.7 
1205.7 
535 8 
954.1 
460.6 
1584.4 
1166.7 
974.8 
387.7 
230.1 
190.8 
1006.5 


Schools 


Adams 
Aiton 
Bancroft 
Barnard 
Beers 
Benning & Annex 
Birney 
Blow - Pierce 
Bowen 
Brent 
Brightwood 
Brookland 
Bruce 
Bryan 
Buchanan 
Bundy 
Bunker Hill 
Burroughs 
Burrville 
Carver 
Clark 
Cleveland 


‘Congress Heights & Annex 


COOK me Jeietr « 
Cooke, H. D. 
Crummell & Annex 
Davis & Annex 
Draper 

Drew 

Eaton 

Eckington 
Edmonds — 

Emery 


Total 
Operating 


Expenditures 


J 0525 soo 
6118967.42 
494373.27 
514640.52 
532234 .13 
27455620 
537287 .88 
B27 «OL 
498341 .17 
242614 .30 
412148 .99 
203163 343 
Bp4.316 05 
470462.74 
Oe Cla i2 
Bel O20 223 
572880.14 
oh 1278 229 
394616.15 
155588 .66 
4%2880.50 
2 OD45 wo 
De oo7 25 
ed DOO), 
DOO2ZO1 tf 
240972 094 
1218745 67 
690957.42 
531491.64 
Zo] 251 «80 


127304.21 


158387 .40 
578814 .96 


y 


Total 
Teacher 


Expenditure 


Only 


221369 .71 
457992.51 


 382967.36 


4225414 41 
423550.64 
200269 440 
436137530 
273554463 
320345.06 
Weeiee Gih 
326074 492 
157480 /28 
263813.'75) 
385682.66 
805725935, 
274237.31 
459038.40\ 
383593.71 
285416.1.2 
113151.83 
314378.43 
209318 ./84 
439232.14 
247078.04 
431947.32 
194835.48 
622643.51 


446579.22 
416641.99 


189560. 20 


90781.46 
133530 2 
424919 .17 


OPERATING EXPENDITURES FROM REGULARLY APP)tOPRIATED FUNDS, FISCAL YEAR 1970 


Per Pupil-Teacher 
Expenditure 


370.68 
434.28 
£09 sala 
503 Ab 
457.05 
374.58 
438.37 
384.21 
576.16 
O80 
431.60 
475.48 
568.20 
fedel 202 
fev ie tie 
1472.02 
637 30 
452.14 
ay Paget: 
323.00 
448.86 
603 2/5 
364.30 
(OL oy 
£52 soles 
423.00 
392 .98 
B82 o/7 
427.41 
488.94 
594.53 
698.83 
£22.18 
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1969=70 


ADM 


154.5 
320 
1107.0 

925.3 

862.2 

462.9 

879.8 

125.2 
1286.1 

422.5 

219.9 
1033.3 

473.6 

266.7 
1710.3 

940.0 

135.0 

138.8 

455.3 

796.3 

900.0 
1148.9 

200.4 
1382.0 

697.4 
734.5 
838.2 
203.0 
980.5 
353.7 
76.6 
560.2 . 
820.4 
566.1 


Schools 


Fillmore 
Gage 
Garfield 
Garrison 
Gibbs 
Giddings 
Goding 
Grant’ 
Green 
Grimke 
Hardy 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hearst 


Hendley & Annex 


Houston 
Hyde 
Jackson 
Janney 
Keene 
Kenilworth 
Ketcham & Annex 
Key 
Kimball 
Kingsman 
Lafayette 
Langdon 
Langston 
LaSalle 
Lenox 
Lenox Annex 
Lewis 

Logan 
Lovejoy 


" 


Total 
(perating 


Expenditure 


134967.94 
213683 .30 
5116646 .69 
604788.71 
4777860 .60 
320732529 
5%4032.43 
203484 .35 
677638 .05° 
42.2500.12 
169838 .39 - 
SE9302 7/5 
373134 0] 
199047 .53 
749896.79 
550263 .81 
L13458 523 

91554.82 
346288 .45 
DaOL2 97 
536551.05 
558668 .87 
1S 9D73.95 
652480.22 
SU13 7.605 
38869.87 
457248 .09 


12213659 
612994.90 


(IG See 


62174.85 
32303 .18 
4/,6550.97 


t1OS0 07 


Total 
Teacher 


Expenditure 


Only 


99430.80 
164009.53 
422826.99 
451271.47 
337568. 37 
254444.88 
403701, 29 
162763.17 


511860:07_ 


280633.125 
13142330, 
444089150 
274903.p7 
156141.01 
608256 87 
417467.01 
$2330.25) 
67861.77 
274945.92. 
362872.79 
394983,51\ 
501071, 89: 
125139 .49 
532410.14 


284321.90. 


306530.76 
378673.82 
92116400 
489998.82 
252610.67 
50369.78 
273418. 86 
352478.77 


309028.40 | 


Per Pupil-Teacher 
Expenditure 


643.57 
Bs Ses 
30 L6 
487.70 
S9Y OZ 
549.68 
458.86 
1300.03 


’ 


397.99 
664.22 
597.65 
429.78 
580.46 
585.46 
355.64 
444.11 
609.85 
488.92 
603.88 
455.70 
438.87 
436.13 
624.45 
385.25 
407.69 
417.33 
45V77 
453.77 
499.74 
714.19 
657.57 
488.07 
429.64 
545.89 
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1969-10 


ADM 


roy 
519.6 
1512.3 
515.1 
1079.0 
54.9 
1009.1 
600.5 
6372 
497.9 
Toit 
225.0 
1243.8 
680.0 
634.0 
1072.5 
334.5 
630.9 
426.3 
268.0 
928.8 
1276.6 
751.7 

267.5, 
207.2 
519.1 
1070.1 
456.8 
236.2 
539.8 
984.8 
904.4, 
505.4 
1047.8 
1110.5 
606.7 
795.9 


Schools 


Mann 

Maury 
McGogney & Annex 
Merritt 

Meyer 
Military Road 
Miner 

Monroe 
Montgomery 
Morgan 
Morgan Annex 
Morse 

Moten 

Mott 

Murch 

Nalle 

Nichols Avenue 
Noyes 

Orr 

dyster 

Park View 
Patterson 
Payne 

Peabody 

Perry, 
Petworth 


' Plummer 


Powell 

Powell Annex 
Randle Highlands 
Raymond 
Richardson 
River Terrace 
Rudolph 

Savoy 

Seaton 

Shadd 


TOC aL 


Cperating 
Expenditures 


181017 .66 
SO 502257 
721066.80 
393398637 
159288224 
9U841¢o2 
5060767 /0 
372053.88 
394306293 
385200.08 


131956.99 
725387 .18 
419269.53 
456687 .63 
510817. 23 
373673 .60 
340773.51 
226075.18 
177679.96 
524092.66 
64323307 
433343 ..68 
177080.73 
241057 .23 
342272.85 
554617.79 
402558.71 
77269 .59 
219874 .21 
599370.35 
650278.73 
347981 .15 
560966.93 
415596 .45 
405303.85 
537086 .88 


TOtCaL 
Teacher 


Expenditure 


Only 


146310.18 
236582.41 
546452.53 
293107.94 
590438.57 
77774.08 
428245.21 
287943.06 
291739 .04 
272458.66 
95789 235 
poe Aid 
325057.49 
eee 
366379.85 
260393.06 
270596.22 
171812.55 
124901. 80 
394262. 10 
523424 .168 
381823753 
128270.34 
170354.00 
270629.56 
436269.71 
332828.49 
46734.93 
181819.27 
467839 .67 
476248.14 
270404. 37 
420178.99 
268968.56 
270920.04 
403333.60 


Per Pupil-Teacher 
Expenditure 


781.57 
455.32 
361.34 
569.03 
5a 7 4.20 

1416.65 
424.38 
479.51 
457.85 
547.22 


425,73 
GG5 451 
478.03 
600.52 
341.61 
FISs45 
428.91 
403.03 
466.05 
424.49 
410.01 
440.77 
SS 
S22a17 
pp aeaets 
407.69 
726.42 
197,86 
336.83 
475.06 
526.59 
535.03 
401.01 
247220 
446.55 
506.76 
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EOCI=3/0 
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551.4 
62961 
1173.5 
232.4 
995 .<0 
665.2 
12673 
249.4 
183.4 
682.6 
596.8 
861.0 
422.5 
103661 
874.4 
1035.6 
962% 2 
681.6 
762.4 
928.9 
963.9 
Sms) 
841.5 
11997..6 
1012.2 
562.4 
179" 2 


90973.4 


Total 


Schools 


Shepherd 
Simmons 
Simon 
Slater 

S lowe 
Smothers 
Stanton & Annex . 
Stevens 
Stoddert 
Syphax 
Takoma 
Thomas 
Thomson 
Truesdell 
Tubman 
Turner 
Pyles 

Van Ness 
Walker-Jones 
Watkins 
Webb 

West 
Wheatley 
Whittier 
Wilson, J.0O. 
Woodridge 
Young 


iowa 


Operating 
Expenditure 


32102639 
391879208 
577064. 73 
Ty Ieee 2 
477347.99 
Site has /Aesys 
734926.35 
2O8O CORO! 
V3 S00Ge19 
GUT oS tie L 
345497-09 
577578.14 
BOa0G20 1 
€63824.80 
206819 R2 1 
548832.46 
646816.87 
496840 .46 
449633 .66 
571458. 60 
583890.88 
SoplLZ2e 29 
606101. 34 
637089 .42 
545484.37 
375042.74 
018325.81 


$54.058.467.05 


Toecal 
Teacher 


Expenditure 


Only 


267307.76 
319431.73 
454584.57 
107644. 30 
352034.68 
253967 ,84 
573298.18 
176846 /87 
103156.92 
299 363.65 
279298.06 
407167.35 
ee 
512853.44 
181169 .59 
390015.62 
478197.67 
'377058. 24 
333752.56 
4045404 35 
436546 .55 
268004.96 
447230 .57 
511068.71 
403951.36 
3020:3'4.02 
495611.40 


$41.134.085.10 


Per Pupil-Teacher 
Expenditure 


484.78 


499.81 ° 


387.38 
463.19 
369.40 
381.79 
445.35 
709.09 
562.47 
438.56 
467.99 
472.90 
544.85 
494.03 
207.19 
376.61 
596.98 
553.20 
Lora 
435.50 
452.90 
478.75 
531.47 
426.03 
399.08 
537.04 
420.29 


$594.22 
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Membership 


985 
612 
794 
2S ie, 
495 


870 
625 
520 
SHS: 
697 
1170 
826 
580 
1013 
828 
538 
655 
B20 
438 


1496 


1051 
594 
427 

1007 
548 

1110 
773 
431 
849 
349 
992 


Regular Schools 


EXPENDITURES FOR STAFF AND TEACHERS! 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1971 


School or Administrative Unit 


Aiton 
Amidon 
Barnard 
Beers 
Benning 
Benning Annex 
Blair-Ludlow-Taylor 
Blow-Pierce 
Bowen 
Brent 
Brightwood 
Brookland-Slowe 
Bryan 
Buchanan 
Bunker Hill 
Burroughs 
Burrville 
Clark 
COOK. cars 
Crummell 
Crummell Annex 
Davis 
Davis Annex 
Drew 
Eaton-Hearst 
Edmonds~Peabody 
Emery 
Gage-Eckington 
Garfield 
Gibbs 
Giddings 
Goding 
Hardy—Key 
Harris 


SALARIES 


is 
x) 


AND BENEFITS FROM REGULAR APPROPRIATIONS IN 


Stauc 


58,204 
47,074 
74,361 
63,354 
45,694 


44,312 
51,043 
64,876 
46,862 
44,837 
69,062 
45,152 
49,968 
87,054 
62,342 
40,460 
51,630 
47,337 
46,075 


93,539 


78,787 
47 390 
45,296 
46,715 
46,574 
78,383 
52,982 
48,151 
45,194 
36,568 
76,190 


————— 


(366,1 
aha 2 
382,706 


Teachers 


$466,019 


318,602 
S70 nT 
471,596 
235,928 
aw 
362,037 
lars 
9D 


55590475 
i5qnade 
334,249 
473,729 


422,144 


325,354 
364,443 
278,592 
229,,322 


587,383 


462,854 
346,105 
273,638 
418,098 
309,313 
397,256 
396,532 
278,612 
394,792 
Die 25 
487,545 


TOE 


$524,223 


365,676 
445,135 
534,950 
281,622 


406,349 
391,966 


431,068. 


242,234 
427,543 
624,537 


499,480 - 


385,217 
560,783 
484,486 
365,814 
416,073 
325,929 
275,397 


6005922 


541,641 
393,495 
318,934 
464,813 
355,887 
475,639 
449,514 
326,763 
439,986 
290,793 
563,735 


~ Tol 


TP PR LEE PLOT LOGY RE NEM SFC LE Se oe 


he eR S Ih, 


Starca 


Membership School or Administrative Unit ee Teachers Total 
Regular Schools 
1909 Hendley $84,176 5655,,0/7 S720, 03 
Hendley Annex ‘ 
894 Houston 59,118 437,828 496,946 | 
Hyde-Fillmore : ; 
341 Jackson 35,101 293,765 328,866 ° 
SWAT) Janney 28,648 290,105 BLS hoe 
741 Keene: 45,959 ' 886,122 432,081 7! 
851 Kenilworth Lid’ ei. bh lao age 
1243 Ketcham 62 oa 462,083 a25 5000 
Ketcham Annex + 
1439 Kimball 82,981 A96 ,025 579 ,006 
679 Kingsman 38,615 Blo 553 358,168 
663 Lafayette 42,338 3281, 256 370,594 
793 Langdon 48,372 '  362),438 410,810 
SAS, LaSalle 87,622 (Dogist op 64/ oD 
602 Léckie 44,380 356,448 400,828 
418 Lenox 49,135 304,976 354 yall 
Lenox Annex 
Gye Lewis! 39 ,0u9 Re Sade dels B80 92 
O55 Logan Geel o 40Q,861 442,986 
564 Lovejoy 42,050 335,,438 377,488 
188 Madison Steel ee Day SoU 170,843 
366 Mann-Stoddert 28,003 246,237 274,240 | 
485 Maury 43,307 275,784 B10 so) 
492 Merritt 49,426 317,966 36/5092 
910 Miner 69,190 482,457 551,647 
649 Mott 51,484 O72 5023 £25 eld 
598 Murch 50,370 396,493 446,863 
1033 Nalle 62,493 LS. OD 2. 516,345 
«306 Nichols Avenue BD AHS 163,058 199,081 
732 Noyes 48,441 Bd 1°, 60 360,042 
1001 Orr-Randle Highlands 545720 398,018 452,736 
376 Oyster-Military Road 32,141 216,739 248 ,930 
ae Patterson abet O/T 434,471 519,648 
705 Payne 61,714 39057 22 458,436 
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School or Administrative Unit Stacr Teachers Total 


ET 


Membership 


Model Schools 


863 Bancroft $67,938 S407, 220 $475,161 : 

B24 Bruce £959) > 2S ee led i Zoi 3Oo ‘ 

261 Bundy 497,359 175,042 224,401 

BZ. Cleveland 46,887 ‘hepa ws 5) 2132200 

836 Cooke, H. D: 33,340 430,625 5133965 f 

865 Garrison | 65,441 517,966 5834070 

389 Grimke Bee 280,605 3255005 

389 Harrison 64,996 274 F507 ee wres 
1005 Meyer 78,591 527,441 606,032 

500 Monroe 40,770 312:,108 B52,6%6 

763 “Montgomery Biol 355'4002 422,783 

| Morse ; 

888 Park View 72,306 440 1395 ad Th eh 

930 _ Raymond 38,974 ‘480 ;'336 519,316 

559 Seaton 63,256 329,592 392,848, 

948 Tubman 66,416 404 925 471,342 
9850 Total Model Schools $400,883 $5,398,871 $6,299,754 

. ' \ ¥ 
Anacostia Project icy 

977 Birney $74,361 $370 -774 $445,135 

133 Congress Heights O20 466,649 509,055 
Congress Heights Annex 

BES, Draper 47,142 393 ,843 440,985 
1188 Green 66,963 583,842 650,805 
1451 McGogney and Anne Blears 511,996 649,224 
1300 Moten Si OoL 590,981 672,602 
1099. Savoy 5O,OLG 386,195 436,013 

973 Turner LOE Tica: 424,314 466,037 
9476 Total Anacostia Project $476,861 $33794,594 $4,271,455 
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Membership School or Administrative Unit 


533 
5o5 


1128 


89951 


SEY: SE 


Community Schools 


Adams 
Morgan 
Morgan Annex 


Total Community Schools 


Grand Total 


Stare 


——. 


$46,576 
27,876 


$74,452 


$6,547,303 


Teachers Total 


i a RE EE, pee 


$249,412 $295,988 
336 ,934 364,810 
$ 586 346 8660.79 
$44,892,712 $51,440,015 
ie a 


idl 


oe Da 


a gs Ge a ee 


Membership 


S 


chool or Administrative Unit 


YCnoys 


Regular Schools 


Petworth 
Plummer 
Powell 

Powell Annex 
Richardson 
River Terrace 
Rudolph | 
Shadd 
Shepherd 
Simmons—Perry 
Simon 
Slater-Langston 
Smothers-Carver 
Stanton 

Stanton Annex 
Sumner-Stevens 
Syphax 
Takoma 
Thomas 
Thomson 
Truesdell 


eIyler 


Van Ness 
Walker-—Jones 
Watkins 
Weatherless 
Webb 

West 
Wheatley 
Whittier 
Wilson 
Woodridge 
Young 


Total Regular Schools 


Stace 


$45,089 
67,310 
52,376 


We 004 
48,403 
FO n03 
67,611 
49,951 
55,715 
64,075 
34,540 
70,199 
76,747 


29,920 
47,960 
20,619 
62,792 
48,930 
85,672 
69,907 
37,033 
49,445 
68,789 
38,499 
66,028 
49,505 
64,960 
76,493 
51,240 
47 5235 
79,435 


$5,095, 107 


' 


$ ee 


Teachers 


— 


$293,907 
463,467 
414,093 


480,524 
306,549 
476 622 
429,510 
329,282 
374,278 
503,801 
2) s6ne 
440,609 
ca icoe 
meg {5223 
288 , 267 
280,262 
432,690 
219,859 
543,493 
491,881 
376,086 
327,914 
387 ,364 
168,182 
448,642 
"286,868 
‘460,240 
534,563 
438,737 
324,259 
546,376 


$35,112,901 


Tota. 


$395.990 


530,777 
466,469 


553,858 
B545952 
547,325 
£97120 
3790236 
429,993 
567,876 
261,984 
510,808 
674,622 


5270143 
336,227 
300,881 
495,482 
268,789 
629,165 
561,788 
413,119 
377,359 
456,153 
206,681 
514,669 
336 ,373 
525,200 
610,856 
489,977 
371,494 
625,811 


$40,208,008 
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EXPENDITURES FOR STAFF AND TEACHERS' SALARIES ANI) BENEFITS FROM REGULAR:‘APPROPRIATIONS IN 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS IN FISCAL YEAR 1971 


Membership School or Administrative Unit Staff Teacher Combined 
Regular Schools : 
985 Aiton 59.09 473.11, 532020 
612 Amidon 76.92 520.60 599452 | 
794 Barnard 105.74 525.66 / 631.40 y 
939 Beers 67.47 491.95 559.42 | 
495 Benning and Annex 92431 476.62 5 568.93 
870 Blair-Ludlow-Taylor 50.93 AgN AW Af 467.07 
625 Blow-Pierce 81.67 54505105 627.18 
520 Bowen 124.76 705230 828.99 
313 Brent 149.72 586.74 eo 736.46 
697 Brightwood 64.30 549.07 | 613.40 
1170 Brookland - Slowe 59.03 474.76 | 533.79 
Brookland " 
* Slowe oe, 
826 Bryan 54507 55010200: 604.69 
580 Buchanan 86.15 57870292 5 664.17 
1013 Bunker Hill 85.94 493.58 57952 
828 Burroughs 70829 OY es ee ee 544.20 
538 Burrville 75820 604.74 1.1 679.94 
655 Clark 78.83 556 04L eo 635.24 
526 Cooks JauF. 90.00 529.64 619.64 
438 Crummell and Annex 105=5L9 52S mega 62977 
1496 Davis and Annex 625523 392-5880 455.10 
1051 Drew 74.97 (440.40 :' soleity! 
594 Eaton - Hearst 79.78 (582.66 662.44 
Eaton . 
Hearst 
427 Edmonds — Peabody 106.08 640.84 746.92 
Edmonds 
Peabody . 
1007 Emery 46.38 41519 Lode 
548 Gage - Eckington 84.98 564.43 649.41. 
Gage 


Eckington 


Peorrrtea 
crits 

G8%y. —- gepretro nd 

Wwesh eva" "F"* 
hy | | | reT"23 


Membership 


- School or Administrative. Unit 


Regular Schools 


Garfield 
Gibbs 
Giddings 
Goding 
Hardy - Key 
Hardy 
Key 
Harris 
Hendley and Annex 
Houston — 
Hyde-Fillmore-Jackson 
Hyde 
Fillmore 
Jackson 
Janney 
*Keene 
Kenilworth 
Ketcham and Annex 
Kimball 
Kingsman 
Lafayette 
Langdon 
LaSalle 
Leckie 
Lenox and Lenox Annex 
Lenox 
Lenox Annex 
Lewis 
Logan 
Lovejoy 
Madison 


10562 
655.99 
Lilie 
53.24 
104.78 


76.80 
44.09 
66.13 
102.94 


Fite pe) 
627.02 
5a oo 
50.62 
DIS Od 
56.88 

3.86 
61.00 
95.34 
Vaud, 
Liss DS 


VA aeas' 
646.3 
774.56 
1 Oe 


Staff 


' 729.601 


Teacher 


357.89 
512.99 
646.44 
465.Q1 
728.43 


ae) 
496.51: 
343.58, 
489.73; 
861549) ° 
{' 
Bhs 
521.08: \ 
5106/5 
S/ieaos 
337.71 
4703615 
4905s Ts , 
457.03 | ; 
609.06 
592.11 


et 


612.42 
612501 
594.76 |: 
714.38 


Combined 


428.51 
Soleo c 
(a Gekd 
51820 
Soa nad 


568,28 
387.67 
555.86 
964.43 


845.51 
583.10 
565570 
422537 


395500 


527.49 
558.97 
518.03 
704.40 
665.83 
847.15 


683.65 


676.32 
669.32 
908.75 


--- 
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Membershi 


366 


485 
492 
910 
649 
598 
1033 
306 
132 
1001 


376 


TEES) 
705 
Pips: 
1009 
685 


850 
479 
LOL 1 
LS 
ayo)8 
742 


dense 
363 


(995 


Re ular Schools 


School or Administrative Unit 


Mann - Stoddert 
Mann 
Stoddert 

Maury 

Merritt 

Miner 

Mott 

Murch 

Nalle 

Nichols Avenue 

Noyes 

Orr - Randle Highlands 
Ores 
Randle Highlands 

Oyster - Military Road 
Oyster 

Meet oaLy Road 

Patterson 

Payne 

Petworth 

Plummer 

Powell and Powell Annex 
Powell 
Powell Annex 

Richardson 

River Terrace 

Rudolph 

Shadd 

Shepherd 

Simmons - Perry 
Simmons 
Perry 

Simon 

Slater — Langston 
Slater 
Langston 

Smothers - Carver 
Smothers 
Carver 


76.51 


FOe 32 
100.46 
£0.03 
$9.33 
B4.23 
60.50 
114.86 
66.18 
By SAey 


85.48 


109.90 
87.54 
87.04 
56.71 
76.46 


86.28 
101.05 
69.93 
37.24 
90.33 
75.09 


Lp os! 
90.18 


yO) 


Staff 


a 


Teacher 


672.79 


570.69 
646.27, 
530.07 


Jag Pavesi s\ 6) 


681.82! 
439.36: 


Be) pp 


UDG | 
397.62, 

“(3 
576.56 


Ma 


560.62 


DOJ.30 


459.334, , 
604.50°i 


DOO. 
639.97 | 
Si aa: 
Sera 
Sie anaes | 
504% ae 


428.76 
obs 082) 


442.82 


562.72. 


} 


‘ 
' 


\ 
i 


I 


’ 
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Combined 


749.30 


661.01 
746.73 
606.10 
65513 
766.05 
499.86 
650.59 
491.95 


EoD 2e29 


662.04 


G/Deo2 
650.26 
654.42 
526.04 
680.96 


651.59 
741.02 
541.37 
641.45 
685.76 


DH 90 


483.29 
684.03 


Daisees 7, 
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; == 
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Dh A 7 
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7 : pa ee we 
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Membership School or Administrative Unit Sart Teache Combined 
; Regular Schools 
Tool Stanton and Annex 56.39 439.30 495.69 
436 Sumner - Stevens 68.62 6381270 Wis Oies Siz : 
Sumner : 
Stevens F 
615 Syphax 77098 468.73 546.71 : 
582 Takoma 35.43 B481555 516.98 
830 Thomas! 75565 521.132 596.97 i 
439 Thoms on : 111.46 500.83. 612.29 | 
1012 Truesdell 84.65 537.06, 621.71 
892 Tyler 731 551.43. 629.80 
651 Van Ness 56.89 578-16), + . 635.05 
737 Walker-Jones 67.09 Lab .94 512.03 
808 Watkins 85.13 479.411 564.54 
766 Weatherless 5026 ee : 269.82 
885 Webb 74.61 506.934, 581.54 
516 ‘West 5.94 550.947) 646.88 
933 Wheatley 88.62 625378 714.49 
155 Whittier 66.22 462.61' 528.83 
920 Wilson 55.69 G71 50) a, 527.59 
522 Woodridge 90.49 SUG) 709.68 
PS Young 669.03 AT ela 544.20 
69497 3 373.31 $ 595.24) $578.55 
,; Total Regular Schools 
‘Community Schools i 
533 Adams : 87.38 | 467,94! 55 58o2 
595 Morgan and Morgan Annex 46.85 DOO rT 26 e oabsy 5ES : 
Morgan 


Morgan Annex 


1128. Total Community Schools ~ - $66.00 $519.81 $585.81 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTT ICT CF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS V7. HOBSON, etal., — : 


Ve 


Plaintiffs, : 
: Civil Action No. 82-66 


CARL F. HANSEN, et al., 


Defendante. : 


a 


SIP PT, Ey}, ARP AT. SUE fat ATSE ‘ON RY FYB SP Ep NDANTS 


-suant to the 


take 


Se ciaeascscmaarioes a Me LS ci ONC. METI 


gtatement contained in the Affidavit of 


GHenjamin J. Henley filed herein on 4 ugust 10, 1970, the defendants 


submit b h the 


Court's consideration 


R ®. 


appended supplemental information for the 


fa? Subert B. Pair 
HUBERT B. PAL 

Acting Corporation Counsel, D.C. 
isf hg fi, Darn ext 

C i: ne EA a5 HE oy i 

Assis ay Corporation Counsel, D.C. 
f&/ = Tatts Uy io : ea Fiayer * 
MATT! ay J. MUL. LANEY 
Assistant Corporation Counsel, D.C. 


/s/ Thomas BH. Nedrich 
HOMAS R. NEDRICH 
Assistant Corporation Counsel, D.C. 
Attorncys for Defendants 
District Enilding 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
629-4865 


: IN THE UliTED STAIES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ~ 

\ 

| 

| JULIUS W. HOBSON, .et al., 

Plaint iis. : 
Vs zn Cer iac cto No; 62-66 

CARUTE. HANSEN, et al., 

Defendants. : 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF BENJAMIN J. HENLEY 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, | 


Benjamin J. Henle being duly sworn on oath, deposes and says 


that he is the Acting Superintendent of the District of Columbia Public 


iSchool System; and that as such official he eubmits this Supplemental 


a 2 


Affidavit for. the’ Court's) consideration. 
{ 


PART +LEL 


| Plaintiffs have charged that the Board of Education and the school 


‘opinions and decree based on data they themselves have supplied." 


I. a. They “have failed to equalize educational resources in 
District of Columbia elementary schools in contravention 
| of this Court's holding that ‘the minimum the Constitution 


| will require and guarantee; 1s that;for their,objectively 
measurable aspects these schools be run on the basis of 
real equality, at leasteunless any inequalities are 
' adequately justified'" 
b. They "have violated this Court's permanent injunction 
| against discrimination on the basis of "economic status in 
the operation of the District of Columbia public school 
system. '" 
| Nhl On the basis of the aformentioned evidence of non-compliance 
with the Court's prior opinion and decree, plaintiffs moved 
'that this court order the defendants to equalize per pupil 
expenditures in the District of Columbia elementary schools 
AS LOlLOWS< eke. . shall not deviate by more than 5Z from 
the average per pupil expenditure for all elementary 
| schools in the District of Columbia school system." 
| The District of Columbia school system has moved to equalize 
jeducational opportunities for children by: 
| 1. Reducing overcrowding since October, 1966, based on 
ae30 <igeea Le 
: 2. Improving faculty inteyration 
3. Improving the quality-of the system's teachers 
4. Creating new educational opportunitics for pupils 


: f 
administration "have violated two principal portions of the Court's prior 
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OVERCROWDING HAS BEEN REDUCED 


\ 
Serious problems of overcrowding in October of 1965 indicated a dire 


need for instructional space which had to be provided as quickly as pos- 


sible through varied strategies. - 


School, Gons truction 


i 
i 
} 


In August, 1966, the Board of Education adopted the following prLiot- 


ities with reference to the Public Schools' Building Program: 
. * | 
BELOrLCye | 


The elimination of overcrowding 
The criteria for overcrowding is the excess of pupil member 
ship over the capacity of the building at the SO eoup al) 


teacher ratio in an area for elementary schools. In the second- 
ary schools the ratio of 25:1 is used. 
“~ 


Priority eid | 
The replacement of inadequate school structures that cannot be 
suitably and economically modified in accordance with current 
educational criteria. 


PriorityeliL 


The modernization of existing school structures which can be 
suitably and economically modified. 


PELOLICy Ly 


The provision of the additional seats needed to reach the 25- 


pupil maximum class size standard adopted by the Bogrdeo, haus 
cation on April 20, 1966. 


Subsequently, these priorities were modified in an action eaten ay 
the Board of Education on March 3l, 1969. The sense of this action was 
that Area 9 and 14 had highest priority for elementary schools, Area 7 
for junior high schools, and Area 5 for senior high schools. CALI Son 
these are the Anacostia area schools.) 

The Department of Buildings and Grounds embarked on a dual program, 
constructing both permanent structures and relocatable Miles el ks 
construction prograin brought maximum relief systematically on a prior- 
lity basis to the areas of ereatestmiced. The Capital Outlay funds 


| provided for school construction are not reflected in the per pupil 


Jespenaiteres. 


| 
| 
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In the far Southeast, additional space for.approximately 3,000 
children has been provided through the construction of the Green, 
\ 


| 
McGogney, and the Savoy Schools, and the Beers Addition. Facilities have 
; 
been provided for over 3,400 youngsters in the far Southeast through 
| 


: | 
erection of 115 relocatable units. -This indicates an increased capacity 


for over 7,000 elementary school children in the Southeast area since 
October 1965: 

Specific gains in this geographic area may be observed in the 
effective reduction of overcrowding; e.g., Green's percentage of enroll- 


ment/capacity was 149.6 in October, 1965. As of June 1970, the ratio is 
a“ 


81.3. Similar attacks on overcrowding have been effective at Simon, 


@: sit 


where the percentage of enrollment/capacity was decreased from 128.1 to 
“ap 


113.6 and at Stanton, where 128.9 was brought to 116.4 by June 1970. 


In September or shortly thereafter, additional new classrooms will 
be available. In the Southeast the new Leckie and Congress Heights 
Schools will be ready for occupancy wh+le in the Northeast, the new 


Weatherless School will be ready for occupancy. 
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some Effects in Northwest 

| The new Tubman School contributed to the decrease fe overcrowding 

i Raymond (from 129.5 to 93.8), Bruce (from 111.8 to 72.0), and Monroe 
cpt Toa to! 83.1). a banera: Cue enrollment/capacity ratio was reduced 


from 130.3 to 93.8 through use of demountables; construction of a new 


addition at Shepherd brought the enrollment/capacity ratio'from 114.9 


ee So. Ue 


| | 
\- t 
; | 


Some Effects in Northeast 


Positive gains accrued from construction of modern replacements for 


4 iJ Be * * # J . 
antiquated, inadequate facilities. Emery's enrollment/capacity ratio of 


148.4 dropped to 97.2 after occupancy of the new Dull ding .e ine tIG55 ache 
“~e | 
enrollment/capacity ratio was 125.9 at the old Blow Schoo ly, pand 14250 


at the old Pierce. The new Blow replacement has made possible a ratio 
iof 66.8 as of June 1970. -1965's ratios atebics © (111. 3):, Ludlow (8455); 


ends laycor (127.9)" have been effectively scaled down to 66.8 with the 


iopening of the new Blair-Ludlow-Taylor. 

Tea esene of the "neighborhood school" had to be modified when 
the reality of unused available space was faced forthrightly.| The 
ererence of empty classrooms and/or classrooms with meager enrollments 


| 
ae have been intolerable in the light of emergency situations else- 


where. Furnishing transportation for volunteering children was the only 


strategy possible for placing children where instructional space was 


| 


already available. 


It should be noted that bussing was utilized from overcrowded 


echools Rast of Rock CreekePark to undercapacity schools both East and 


West of the park.» lhe-only criteria were the availability of space and 


———— 


opportunities created through bussing. With maximum use of schools, 


the number of children whose parents voluntarily participated in this 
endeavor. 
| Speciric examples give some idea of the improved educational 


rented space and demountables, enrollment capacity ratios would have 
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remained untenable without transporting children from such schools as 
Hendley (where the 116.6 ratio was decreased to 100.1) and Moten (where 


the 146.1 ratio dropped to 113.8). The opening of two additions to 


Moten will ensure accommodation for the full projected enrollment in 


a 


September 1970. 


Ketcham's ratio without bussing (160.4) was reduced to 148.5 


through voluntary transportation. This ratio will be decreased 
effectively with the opening of the two new additionsin September 1970. 
Kimball's enroliment/capacity ratio without bussing (131.8) was 


Pecucedst0s126./. This ratio will be slashed dramatically with the 
7 & 


aaa, of the new Weatherless. School in September 19/70. 


Since our initial efforts in bussing during 1966, when only 480 
children were re-located for instruction, increased provision of trans~- 
portation resulted in effective Weeiizationwot satisractory educational 
environments for 1702 youngsters, ats its peak in See eee £970 eels 
number has since decreased to 1610%eas on June, 19/0. 

It should be emphasized that twelve schools West of Rock Creek 
Park and eleven schools East of the park receive children who are 
transported. Of all the receiving schools, only two reached an enroll- 
ment/capacity with a ratio which exceeds 100.0. Stamton with 116.4 and 
Biot eny Wie 105. ; “ 
Removal of Offices 


Another procedure which has released space for classroom instruction 
has been the removal of offices from elementary school buildings. 
Children now benefit from space made available in four elementary 
schools: Bowen, Eaton, Fillmore, and Hyde. 


ean Benefits P 


Teacher-Pupil Ratios 
Reduction of overcrowding in elementary schools may be misin- 
terpreted as a mere transfer of children, accounted for by 
statistical data. However, reduction of overcrowding has pro- 

uced rich benefits; theyprimarvione ise the reduction in 

teacher-pupil ratios, which maximizes opportunities for optimum 
teaching and learning. 


In 1966 .there were eleven (11) far Southeast, schools which 
presented serious problems of overcrowding. By school 
construction, use of re-locatables, houndary changes and bussing, 
the pupil-teacher ratio in the far Southeast has averaged : 
reduction from approximately 34:1] in 1966 to 28:1 at the end oF 
the 1969-1970 school year. 
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Specific examples: 


Teacher-Pupil Ratios Teacher-Pupil Ratios 
With Bussing With Bussing 
1967 ed 
ayge wind pte ae ; . i sThee 
Hendley Spelt 26 4% 
Ketcham ~ Se 29 23:1, 


Without bussing, a well-planned construction program, and use 
of demountables, some of the Southeast schools would be as much 
as 160 per cent of capacity. 


Elimination of Double Shifts 
Another positive benefit from the reduction in overcrowding is the 
complete elimination of double shifts. In 1965 there were 3,399 
pupils on part-time instruction; 669 youngsters in 1908. In 
September of 1969, 445 children were receiving part-time’ instruc= 
tion while demountables were being erected. With the completion 
and occupancy of these demountables,-all double sHizie-were 
completely eliminated. In order to eliminate Dare-time instruc — 
tion and to offer equal opportunities to all children, every 
available space was used: auditoriums, special rooms, demount— 
ables, churches, and” other rented space. 


We do not anticipate any part-time instruction for the school year 
od Oia 


Faculty Integration has been Improved 


| In July, 1967, the Board of Education adopted as policy the state- 


ment entitled "Point of View ma Voli m4 therceard To personnel, the 
Board of Education stated "The Board endorses the Oa of maximum 
racial integration of teaching staffs. Poperecgenesn promotions, and 
ratings of-the officers and employees of the Board, Pee aster Aye 
predicated solely or merit and not upon race or Saher 

Beginning with November, 1967, at roughly two-week intervals, the 
administration received reports on the racial composition of faculties. 


A study of the early reports led to the conclusion that a practical 


standard for measuring results of efforts to achieve racial balance 


should be established. 
It was finally decided that the proportion of Negro to white 


jteachers in the school system on October 19, 1967; would furnish™4 useful | 


guide. On that date, Negroes constituted 85.0% of the faculties in the 


elementary schools, 77.24 0f the junior high schools, and 63.0% in the 


senior high schools. It was felt that any school within ten pereent of 


ithe figure at dts school level, either above or below, would not present 
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any immediate problem of unbalance. Any school with a proportion of 


be considered a “target for assignment of white teachers only, until 
such time as it reached the non-target area. The non-target areas thus 


hanged, from ./5.0% to 94.0% inate savententary ischools’s '67.27%.t018622% in 
Coe gunior high: ischoolssseandme5 320 sero 220 Hein tthe senior high schools. 


Assignment of Teachers 


Negro teachers ten percent or more below this percentage level should 
‘ 

To implement the policy, teachers were as}ed to voluntarily transfer 

to schools designated as black or white target schools. (For discussion 


on how target schools were established, see Book III-, Implementation of 
at 


the Wright Decree.) 
| 
Itinerant teachers as well as teachers entering the system were 


assigned on a color-conscious basis. 


| 
| As of June Ads no school faculty consisted of all white personnel, 


ig the number of schools with all Negro personnel had been reduced from 


24 in November 1967, to 7 in June 1970. This number will be reduced even 


further to 5 as the result of assignments to become effective in 


| 


| 


ltarget schools for September, (1970; 


iSeptember. No Negro teachers have been assigned to vacancies in Black 


| As a result of the color-conscious assignment of teachers, a survey 
in June 1970 shows that 31 schools have been moved into the non-target 
Category s 

| In addition to the assignment of teachers, efforts were made to 
eee personnel who could be assigned to target schools as designated. 


As of July 10, 1970, 70 teachers had been appointed to elementary 


chools -- 40 Negro and 39 white for the year 1970-71. These teachers 


White ite, whiLtertarcetisdcicolas(Adton, Blow, Burrville, 
Carver, Cook; Davis, Drew, 
(15,) ; Gibbs; Harris, Houston, 
Kenilworth, Merritt, Richard— 


| 
: 
\ 
Ie 
ue been assigned as follows: 
| 
: son, Shadd, Thomas 


\ 

| 

| 

Negro to Black target schools: Barnard, Beers, brent, 

| Brightwood, Eaton, Janney, 

| (14) Keene, Key, Lafayette, Mann, 
Murch, “Shepherd, Stodvere, 
Takoma 

| 


50 were assigned to non-target schools 
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TEACHER QUALITY HAS IMPROVED si 


in the Findings of Fact jethes Court, said, /Teacher-salary is’ an index 


ae several factors: years of experience, graduate degrees; 
permanent/temporary status." (p. 438, Federal Supplement) In the same 
paragraph the Court states, "To a gredt extent, however, defendants' 


own evidence verifies that the comparative per pupil figures do refer 


i actual educational advantages in the high-cost schools, especially 


with respect tomthe caliber, of the teaching stat... 
This~section deals with thejsteps taken by the school system to 


improve the quality of teacher assigned to the, then, low cost schools. 
a. 


Recruitment 
A year-round recruitment program was initiated forthe’ 1970 


Fiscal Year. This program was developed to secure recent college 


graduates, experienced teachers and moré Master's degree teachers for 


high school placement. In addition to the regular school year recruit— 


ment program at.colleges and universities, visits are made during the 


jsummer months to Graduates Schools of Education specializing in Urban 


! 


Programs, in order to recruit qualified Master's degree teachers, and 


ta, Large. metropolitan, discrictesrom Lie purpose Oly lecruLt ing@ tie nove 


| experience type teacher interested in relocating. 


A 48-50 State recruitment program has been initiated in order 


to recruit qualified professional staff to begin working in September. 


Forty-six cities have been visited. 

| Coordinated activities have been conducted with national 
| 

jeducational programs i.e., Health, Education, and Welfare, Teacher Corps, 
Labor Department, Protecs ened Division, Defense Department of Military 

| Department School programs, and other national agencies for the purpose 
ie securing experienced, well-qualified personnel. 


Only teachers who qualified for probationary appointments were 


ivecruited in the. 19/0 xvecritimenti program. @it is expected that there 

. 

lwill be twice as many new white teachers in the schools jn 1970-71 than 
| ; ; ; 


in previous years. These factors will increase the avad abe lil tyon 


persons to increase tlie integration capacity of the system, as well as 


| 
| 


(to provide more qualified andexpericnced personnel for t lhe classrooms. 
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An experienced and professional trained recruitment staff, along 
with a surplus of available teachers should enable the Personnel Depart- 


ment to be even more selective in next year's recruitment program. 


Teacher Status 


A significant shift has occurred in the composition of our teachers 


ii ’servicein the past. two years.” Iwo major Lactors are partly respon— 
i 


{ 
! 


sible for this shift: 


I. The overall increase in the number of teaching positions. 


2. Board of Education policy establishing optional procedures 
for entering probationary status. 


Under the policy Serene by the Board of Education on 
May 23, 1966, temporary teachers who met the general and Collerc degree 
requirements, but who did not meet patra requirements, could 
enter into the probationary-under-contract cers The teacher must 
| : : 
then complete the remaining requirements within the two-year probationary 
period. Over 1,000 teachers have Saae contracts. 

In October 1967, 2,756, 0r 38.8 percent of the TSA 15° pexeonnel 
were permanent. In October 1969, 3,872, or 49.7 percent,’ were permanent. 
In the 1965-66 school year, the school system reached an all time high of 
2,636 (43.2 percent) teachers who were’ temporary. This number has 


steadily decreased to 1,733 (22.3 percent) in October 1969.. (See Chart 


Tenure Status of Teachers in Service) 
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Lic number of temporary teachers has decreased despite the fact 
that the number of teachers in the school system has increased by more 


than 1,400 teachers: 


Number Number ' ; Number 


{ 
Permanent Probationary Temporary 
‘ Nove L906" 2,867 eos pags TGs: 
Oct. 1967 2,756 | 2,428 1,929 
| 
Oct. 1968 2,829 2,845 | po2° 0/50 ae 
Octent969. 3,872 Zoli abe 
. The effect of the tenure of teachers can be seen on the building 
level. Specifically, Drew Elementary is in tHe $5,150 median 
family income tract. The status of teachers is reflected thusly: 


Permanent Probationary Temporary [ Total 


‘October 1966 8 2 24 ee 


October 1970 30 | 4 6 mee 

| Emery is in oe Ceicey ents income bracket. The status of 
teachers is as follows: 

October 1966 og 1 138) | 26 
‘October 1970 28 Ae 4 45 


| 
| Hendley is in the $6 , 386 median income bracket. The status of 


fassigned teachers is: 
‘October 1966 18 fi 2 ay. rr 


| 


Oerober 1970 21 | 8 % 35 


crease in the number of teachers assigned to these schools, the number of 


temporary teachers has been significantly reduced and the number of 


: 

: 

} 

| Obvious in the above statistics is the fact that, despite the in- 
| 

| 


ae teachers has dramatically increased. 


| GRADUATE DEGREES FROM DEGREES HELD BY TEACHE = OCTOBER 16, (1909) 


There are more than 4,250 elementary teachers in the school system. 


| 
at 
}, Only 6 permanent and 95 temporary teachers were without degrees in Octo- 
hen 1969. There were 22 permanent and 120 temporary elementary teachers 
i 

a degrees in Uoisels >: 1966. ‘This represents a reduction of 41 
Reeachers: without degrees. 


Of the 2,186 permanent clementary teachers, 1,688 have Bachelors 


degrees, 373 have Masters Degrees, 129 have the Masters degree plus 30 
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Wand 6 have Doctors degrees or Masters plus 60. In schvol:ss of comparable 


| faculties, there appears to be no appreciable difference in the number 
| aj 


of degrees held. by teachers in schools East and West of the Park: 
Number with 
Number Doctors 


See SE © te 


Number Number Number Number with or 
of with no with with Masters Masters 
Teachers Degree Bachelors Masters +30 +60.) 


Fillmore (W) 8 1 6 Hh = ; 3 


ee) 
j=) 
~S 
_ 
! 
! 


Langston (E) 


Edmonds (E) 8 0 6 if | i ~ 


aan scat Oe 6 2 = = 
Taylor (E) 8 0 fj 1 ae a 
Janney (W) 24 - 22 2 “ | = 
Petworth (E) 24 2 a7 yp, 3 : = 


ice NE be noted here that all of the teachers (6) with Doctorate 
idegrees or Masters degrees plus 60 axe asciened to echoo!s Kast or the 
Park. It should be noted that, because of the size of the schools to 
which these teachers are assigned, the number of advanced degrees has 


had a negligible effect upon the per pupil expenditure of these schools: 


Number with 


SaaS Tele Doctors Reg. Exp. Total-per pupil 
School Faculty Degrees per-pupil _—s_—séExpenditure ae 
Aiton 43 a 577.44 B20) wa ; 
‘Beers - 40 Ne EAS) e 623.56 
Davis & Ann. 54 ic 490.96 501.28 
Goding 34 E . EERE 639.14 
\LaSalle 44 Z eee eal, So 


The survey shows that there were 45 more teachers in the elementary 


schools With Master s degreess0or above in October, 1970 than in October, 
11966. (See report Degrees Held b Teachers) 
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OPPORTUNITIES FOR EDUCATION HAVE BEEN LOUALIZED 

Increased kindergarten and pre-kindergarten opportunities have been 
made available a larger numbers of children and waiting eye have been 
reduced to a minimum. 

Five hundred fifty three children were on the kindergarten waiting 
dist in 1966. As of June 4391970) this number had been Pediced to 54. 
The number of children attending kindergarten as of March, 1970 was 
Me OS5 | 1 ee | 

In order to provide the space for pre-kindergarten eitarere the 


Board of Education approved the purchase of 75 demguntable classrooms. 


The location of these demountables is listed in the March 18, 19/0, repor 


to the Board of Education, Book I, Part I1;*Section 3. Records indicate 


that as of March, 1970, 2,339 Pre-kindergarten children were enrolled, 


of which only 14 pupils were West of the Park. 


On Aucuet, 2969% the Board of Education approved a report on text- 


books which was designed to reduce the differences in their distribution. 


Through transfer, over 7,000 books were distributed to schools needing 
books. The cost of these books is represented in the ee pupil expendi- 
tures of the school from which books were transferred. 

Important, though, is the fact ane the aeet edhe designed and 


° 


indicated in the report will result in the administration's ability to 


maintain control over the, number of books in the system, the distribution 


of these books, the relevancy of these books (multi-ethnic), and the 


| replacement of books. 


In addition, on September 17, 1969 the Board approved a policy whic! 


was designed to strengthen the system's ability to control the distribu- 


tion of library resources, equipment, and ‘course’ offerings.’ ‘This too, 


The Board of Education and School administration have expanded 
special educational opportunities for students, Reports on these 


‘special programs may be found in Book I, Part II. 


should: result in reducing the it ferences. 17 the distribution of resourc 
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system to equalize per pupil expenditures in individual schools within 
a 54 range of the city median. 


Inasmuch as the chief itemeinvyschool costs is, the cost of 


Eee 
Plaintiffs have requested that the Court require the public school 
system will be required to shift personnel, primarily teachers, in such 


j 
! 


a manner that the range required can be achieved. 


The Board of Education has concluded a contract with the Washington 


Teachers Union Article IV, Section C, which reads as follows: 
C. The procedure for administering transfer fequests will be 
as follows: 


| 

L: 2 Lists of vacanc.Ge us tne extent. known, shall be prepared 
and made available by April 15 each year. Teachers will submit 
requests for transfers by May 15 of each year. . Notification and 
publication of lists of teachers being transferred will be available 
by at least 10 days before the last day of school. Vacancies will 
be filled first from trarisfer lists. Time limits may be extended 
by mutual agreement. The Union shall receive a copy of all transfer 
actions. 


personnel, the request of the plaintiffs really means that the school 


2. The teacher desiring a transfer shall list a minimum of 2, 
a maximum of 6, schools, in order of preference, indicating the 
basic reason for transfer. 


3.. The teacher will submit the request for transfer in 
writing to the Assistant Superintendent - Personnel, and will 
simultaneously send an information copy to the present school 
principal, or-in the case ofeantitinerant: teacher to his 
| immediate superior. After review of certification eligibility, 
| the request will be forwarded to the appropriate Assistant 

Superintendent. The teacher whose transfer request is not granted 
shall be notified in writing with the basic reason specified. 


4, When a transfer is granted, at the request of the teacher, 
that teacher shall be ineligible to request another transfer within 
3 years. A teacher, who rejects a transfer to any school he has 
indicated as one of his choices, will not be permitted in the 
following year to apply again for transfer. 

5. In the case where more than one teacher indicates the 
same choice of school, preference shall be given the teacher 
with the greatest number of years of teaching service in the 
D. C. Public Schools. In the case of teachers with an equal 
number of years of teaching service in the School system, the 
selection shall be determined by the length of service in the 
current school. 
| 
| 


6. When a new, school is opened, the staff shall be selected 
after consultation between the Board and the Union. 
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- 14 - 
7. In every case, the employee to be transferred must meet the 
jcertification requirements for the position prior to the transfer. 


D. Transfers for any reasons, which the Board deems necessary 
‘for the best interest of all parties concerned, shall be made only 
iafter consultation and full discussion with appropriate Union repre- 
sentatives. The teacher involved and the Union shall be given 
timely notice in writing regarding intent to transfer under para- 
graph D. 


: 


E. Excerpt as provided in paragraph D, when a transfer is 
made, other than at the request of the teacher, the teacher 
involved shall not be transferred again for a two-year period. 


| The shifts in teaching personnel, then, which,would be required 


to meet the request of the plaintiffs would breach the contract which 


‘has been effected with the Washington Teachérs Union. 


a Moreover, such shifts would Baas eetaine personnel to such 
(an extent. that Asacegatearest programs would suffer at the very time 


‘when the school system is implementing Dr. Kenneth Clark's report, 
leaiaagee by the Board of Education on July ee Os ee 

AvPossible Reality, 4 Design for the attainment of High.Academic Achieve- 
iment for the Students of the Public Elementary and Junior High Schools 


of Washington, D.C. 


Further, assuming that the system is ordered to equalize per 
ieee expenditures on a school-by-school basis, there would Sti 1 be 


serious inequities (based on the plaintiffs argument) on a class-by-class 


| basis. For example, two fourth grade classes of 25 pupils each, could 
Ibe side by side in a building. If one is taught by a teacher at the top 


te the salary scale ($16,100) and the other at the first step (3/,900). 


| ene per pupil expenditure on the basis of teacher's salary alone in the 


2 rst instance is $644 and in the second, $312. This example illustrates 


| ene difficulty encountered in attempting to equalize on the basis of 


major personnel transfers. 
Since, the public school system has taken steps to address itself 
to the problem by reducing overcrowding as indicated above, by improving 


faculty integration, by improving teacher quality and by equalizing 
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jeducational. epportunities, the public school system prays that the Court 


Witledeny the request of the plaintiffs and permit the defendants to 
lcontinue its procedures for equalizing educational opportunities for 


11 children. 
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SENTANINT } ; HENLEY 
Acting Super intende ent ts Scho&ols, D.C. 


Sworn and subscribed to ee me this 12th day of August, 19/0 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Hobson, et al. 


Vv. : No. 82-66 


Hansen, et al. 


REPLY OF PLAINTIFFS TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION 
TQ AMEND CERTAIN ORDERS OF THE COURT, 


> Plaintitts respectfully suggest that nothing in defendants' 
motion would support an amendment to that part of this court's 
order of September 1, 1970 which directs that on or before 
september 28, 1970 defendants indicate by memorandum why: 
busing of pupils from low-income area, 
overwhelmingly black, overcrowded schools 
in the District to high-income area, whiter 
and underpopulated schools would not eliminate 
unnecessary differences in per-pupil expendi- 
tures relating to over- and undercrowding, 
which defendants concede to be one of the 
causes of the lingering and spectacular in- 
equality in overall per-pupil expenditures. 
This court's order of September 1, 1970 contemplated that over- 
crowding data for the 1970-71 school VCarewoulcsberriledson October, 5. 
1970, after defendants' September 28, 1970 reply to that DOLrlions OL 
the show cause order dealing with that point. If the data due to be 
filed on October 5, 1970 radically affect the conclusions drawn in 
defendants' September 28, 1970 response, an amendment to that response 
teeNOLe appropriate than furthersdelay: 
e. Plaintiffs further respectfully suggest that nothing in defendants’ 
motion would support an amendment to that part of this court's 


order of September 1, 1970 which directs that on or before September 


28, 1970, defendants indicate by memorandum why: 


me 


Oe 


Gently @) 


the school board should not devise a plan to 

equalize within a five percent variation ex- 

_penditures for teaching costs out of regular 

funds among all District of Columbia elementary 

schools for the 1971 fiscal year. 
This court's order of September Loe. 7 0rcontemp lated: thats the in- 
formation requested on per-pupil expenditurés for teacher services 
would be filed on October 5, 1970, after defendants' September 28, 
1970 reply to that portion‘of the show cause order cealaineywiath that 
point. Plaintiffs respectfully suggest that defendants' time for 
Pi ies 9/0=197 1 data on per-pupil expenditures for teacher services 
be extended to November 2, 1970. 

There is no need to extend the time beyond November 2, 1970 
in view of the fact that the’ last statistics necessary to compile 
this data will be ready by October ect Lf 0ses Viet he datas due tome 
‘filed on or before November 2, 1970 radically affect the conclusions 
drawn in defendants' September 28, 1970 response, an amendment to 
that response is more appropriate than further delay 

3. With respect to 1970 res data on median family income, plaintiffs 
respectfully request that this court. endeavor to see if there is 
some way by which these statistics can be obtained on an expedited 
basis earlier than “early in 1971". This court may take judicial 
NOELLE OL newspaper stories 1netne Washington press to the effect 


that the 1970 census figures on total Washington, D.C. population 


have now been compiled and submitted to Mayor Washington. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Peter te. Rousselot 
: 815 Connecticut Avenue 
Of Counsel: . Washington, D.C. 20006 


Roavpiee) 3 Lemp le 
American Civil Liberties 
Union Fund 

1424 16th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. -20036 


Of Counsel: 
Davide Le Karp 
Center for Law and Education 
Harvard University 
24 Garden Street 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138 
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Certificate of Service 


I, Peter F. Rousselot, hereby certify that a copy 
of the foregoing Reply of Plaintiffs to Derendants™ Motion to 
Amend Certain Orders of the Court, was sent by first class mail, 
postege prepaid, this dend day of sepvember, 1970, to Hubert RB. 
Pair, Acting Corporation Counsel, D.C., attorney for defendants, 
District Building, Washington, D.C. 20004: John A. Bleveans, Washington 
Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, L025: 15th Street, N.W., 
(eemeeecone 0 C cO005, attorney for intervenors Elizabeth A. Budd, eG 
a@eeevonen. Allen, 1775 K Street, New Washing boi. eD. CemmmcU00G. 
attorney for intervenors Mr. and Mrs. William Bennett; and to Stephen 
Beeoves, Jre, |3cQ 19th Street, NeWeevaeshington D.C. 20036, attorney 


Poreiiternvenors Richard I> Stout,seteal. 


Tat Kewd 


Peter F. Rousselot 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FORMER sDiSrT RIC ObmCOLUMBIA 


ee 
pe A A I 


ULLUS (Wa HOBSON Met wat, ry 


PlS~tnieLLes: 


1 


Wie Pee Cay 11. Action No. 82-66 


ARL F. HANSEN, ee raid 


& 

x perendance: : a 

| ‘CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that : COD ynOL Mouton of Defendant é- 


to Vacate the Decree and Dismiss the Complaint; Opposition 


| 
a 


Relief and Enforcement of Decree ; and memorandum of points 


jané authorities in SUppOrUurOoLe DOth, were mailed; aposuagecepnc— 


L200 Tower \Balleing, Washington, D.C... 200057. Perer Fe Rousse. 


Hsq., Attorney for Movants Hoosen, 315 Connecticut Avenue,N.W. 


—— == 


United States Attorney, United States Courthouse, Washington, 


ae 20001, this AE day of July, 1970. 
| 


SY ee) 
He ane fs 
YT ee Pek et. 2 
MATTHEW J. MULLANEY, IRs 


Assistant Corporation ‘COunsel,D.C. 
Attorney for Defendants 

District Buaidang 

Washington, D.C. 20004 


Sot Defendants to Plaintif£ Hobson's Amended Motion for Furthey 


Nashington, D.C. 20006 and to Joseph M. Hannon,Esq..,. Assistant 


palLd, Lo Donald R. Allen,Esq., Attorney’ for slintervener Bennmecey 
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Ia THE UNITED SvreRs prerarey COURT 
FOR FHS bisyex KICT OF COLUMBIA. 


JULIE Hi. HOBSOR, et ake es 
Pisintif£fan § 

Ye 2 Civil (etioa Man. S286 
CoRL B®. HANSEN, at al, 4 
Delendante. 
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IN THE 
UNITED STATES@ DISTRICT SCOURE 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Hopson. et al. : 


Vis ; No. 82-66 


Hansen, et al. 


MOTION TO PRODUCE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 


Pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure, plaintitis respectrullyamovemt iat enissCourteorder 
defendants to serve on plaintiffs and file with the clerk of this 
Court on or before August® 28s 1970. thestollowine, tables, ofedata 
trom the 1970 fiscal year; 


(1) For each elementary school in the District of 
Columbia, list the dollar amount of total 
regular budget expenditures, as reported on 
Ausustel0s 19/Opingansweretomeategory! (4) of 
thissCourtissordersoig  Ulyelopeto/05 spent ton 
custodial, maintenance, and heating costs, 


(2) For each elementary school in the District of 
Columbia, list the dollar amount of total 
regular budget expenditures, as reported on 
Auoust) 1090197 Os iegensweratopcatevory (4) 10: 
this’ Court Ssyorderro: = JUlbyel Gm o7 0 ecpeniaror 
non-instructional administrative costs. 


(3) For each elementary,sehool in the District, of 
Columbia, list the dollar amount of total 
regular budget expenditures, as reported on 
August LO, 1970 in answer to wcatecory (4) sor 
this» Courttssorder,o, July elo /0- esoeni ero 
repair damage due to vandalism. 


(4) For each elementary school in the District of 
Columbia, list the dollar amount of total 
regular budget expenditures, as reported on 
AuctistwlOse19/0 in answereto Calezorya(s) e002 
this Court's order oigjulvel 6en19/05 spenieon 
compensatory or special projects for educational- 
ly deprived pupils. 


ay 
" L) of G| \U 
ae 


gant) 
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ans Gives’ 


(5) 


(6) 


(7) 


(8) 


(9) 


(10) 


(11) 


For each elementary school in the District of 
Columbia, list the dollar amount of total 
regular budget expenditures, as reported on 
August 10, 1970 in answer to category (4) of 
this Court's order of July 16, 1970, spent on 
provision of special educational projects or 
services for the mentally retarded or physically 
handicapped. 


For each elementary school in the District of 
Columbia, list the total dollar amount of ex- 
penditures in answer to categories (1)-(5) above. 


For each elementary school in the District of 
Columbia, list the dollar amount of total regular 
budget expenditures, as reported August 10, 1970 
in answer to category (4) of this Court's order 
of July 16, 1970, spent on teacher costs, in- 
cluding substitute teacher costs. 


For each elementary schoolmanm thesDistrict of 
Columbia, list the enrollment capacity, actual 
enrollment, and per cent over-or under-enrolled. 


For each elementary school “in thes District of 
Columbia, list the number of permanent teachers 
and the number of temporary teachers separately. 


List and define each category of items, such as 
textbooks or teachers' salaries, purchased for 
District of Columbia elementary schools with 
reculan budset Tunds ands Oreecachwitem. JiVemunic 
percentage of per pupil expenditures from those 
funds accounted for by that item. 


For each of the 20 elementary schools which ranked 
the shicghes Gain tperspups ies peda vires sia-omeLic 
recular budge inet isceale years 971) lis carne 
average daily membership for that school in each 
of the last five fiscal years. 


WHEREFORE, for the reasons stated in the attached Memorandum 


of Points and Authorities incorporated herein by reference, plaintiffs 


respectfully move that this Court order the production of the afore- 


mentioned additional information. 


Of Counsel: 


Respectfully submitted, 


Relphe lemple tiers a! 


American Civil Liberties Peter F. Rousselot 


Union Fund 


815 Connecticut Avenue 


ito Climot ree wa. Vie Washington, D.C. 20006 
Wastaingtons D.C: 20036 


Of Counsel: 


Attorney for Plaintiffs 


DaVadels kL <p 

Center for Law and Education 
Harvard University 

e4 Garden Street 

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138 


IN THE 
UNETED STATE Ss io ii CleCOlns: 
FORD THES DES ERE Cle One COBUMBER 


Hobson, et al. 
Wes : No. 82-66 


Hansen, et al. : 


MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

The information sought in the foregoing motion is 
necessary in order for plaintiffs to properly respond to 
defendants' exhibits filed on August 10, 1970, as supplemented. 

Although: Rules34 of the Federal Rules oi™ Civil) Pro- 
cedure, effective July 1, 1970, contemplates that requests for 
such information be handled initially solely between the perce 
Dlaintitts respectfully request tha tetini SseGOUrcee orders lespro— 
duction of the information sought in the foregoing Motion be- 
cause of the past difficulty of obtaining such information 
WENO Court Order: 

Plaintiffs further respectfully request that if this 
Court orders defendants to produce the information sought in the 
foregoing Motion by August 8, 19/0, thateplanitifis  LimesLor 
filing the memorandum referred to in this CouUnis SeOorcereo: 
August 12, 1970 be extended fo September 21, 1970, and that 
defendants’ time to respond to plaintiffs' memorandum be extended 
fomOcuoberelc,—l9/05 


Ome Counsel: Respectfully submitted, 


Ral pled emp Le ite Sey ar 


American Civil Liberties 


Union Fund Peter F. Rousselot 
1424 16th Street, N.W. 815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20036 Wasa na uone al) CemmecU0U0G 


Of Counsel: 


DAvidelrek Cp 

Center for Law and Education 
PUsGardeieoereet 

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138 


Attorney for Plaintiffs 


—) 
j 


Lal et EC 


Certificate of Service 


IP Petersaee Rousse lomesnerenyecertrhyveuia ue daCOpy 
of the foregoing Motion to Produce Additional Information, 
together with the Memorandum of Points and Authorities in 
Support, thereor, was sent byetirst class mail, postage pre— 
Dold eecutsel/ th dayeor August Lo /,0l. Los cCach members oL 
defendant District of Columbia School Board, in care of 
Gertrude L. Williamson, Executive Secretary of that Board 
Brel Soeletheo treet. NW Waskhanovoll-s): GommuclO04 de nendant 
Acting Superintendent of Schools of the District of Columbia, 
atellseleth Street. N.We. Washineton., Dp Cl cOU04 Su peritabs 
Pair, Acting Corporation Counsel, D.C., attorney for defendants, 
aReatia Building, Washineconn DeGee  cOUCT eS lohnpehemblLeveanse 
Weenneran Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, LO25 
15th Street, N.W., Washington, D:C. c0005, attorney for in- 
tervenors Elizabeth A. Budd, et _al.; and to Don R. Allen, 1200 
Tower Building, Washington, D.C. 20005, attorney for intervenors 


Mr. and Mrs. William Bennett. 


Peter F. Rousselot 
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IN THE | 
UNUTEDSSTATESS DIS PRTC ECOURT | 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Hobson. et al. 


Vv. : No. 82-66 


Hansen, et al. 


REPLY OF PLAINTIFES= TO, DEFENDANTS: =ORPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO PRODUCE ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION 


Defendants’ answers and affidavits filed in response to 
boasecouct Ss rorder of Julyel0 el 9/0s0 erect. eallegedsaustiiieacions 
Porecie Wide GisparltieSeih per ipupt peexpendituress (pomecne regular 
Dudgeteiny District of Columbiayelementaryeschools=ine  iscalayear 
1970. Defendants offer highly selected data in support of some of 
ried ved Leced Rretiticet ee none at all in support of others. 

The six alleged justifications offerred by defendants are; 


i) there are Signiticanreditrerencessin cus rodizal, 
maintenance, and heating costs among the schools. 


2. Administrative Costs yarceorealersper pupil 
smaller than in larger schools. 


3. Vandalism accountspronvesportiounor thes cost 
differential. 


u. Over-and under-crowding account for cost dis- 
Darte1esn 


5. Regular budget funds are used to provide com- 
pensatory services for educationally deprived 
pupils: tor, thesmenrabiveretardc insane Ore tule 
physically handicapped. 


6. Teacher salary differentials account for a 
portionvot suhnescost disparities: 


The information requested in each of the ll items in 
plaintiffs' motion to produce additional ImrOrmation, filed 
August 17, 1970, is necessary to evaluate these six alleged justi- 


fications as follows: 


Defendants’ Alleced Justirication Noe Plant tpi us slot vont 


Produce Additional In- 
formation Item No. 


i ih 


2 2 
3 3 

uy sak 
5 uy 5 
6 Tog 


The information requested in items 6 and 10 of Diletta? Ss motion 
to produce additional information also relates to the relative im- 
portance in dollar and percentage terms of defendants' alleged 
justifications numbers 1-3; 5-6. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court 
order defendants to produce the information requested in plaintiffs’ 


aforementioned Motion of August 17, 1970. 


Respectfully submitted, 


cn 


Of Counsel: 
Peter F. Rousselot 


Reape eee lem ie 815 Connecticut Avenue 
American Civil Liberties Washington, D.C. 20006 
Union Fund 

1424 16th Street, N.W. Attorney for Plaintiffs 


Wasiitno con jb. Cow cU050 
Of Counsel; 


Davide iio. Kipp 

Center for Law and Education 
Harvard University 

24 Garden Street 

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138 


Certificate of Service 


1, Peter PF: Rousselot, hereby certify that a copy of 
the foregoing Reply of Plaintiffs to Defendants' Opposition to 
Plaintiffs' Motion to Produce Additional Information was sent by 
hand this eS5th day of August, 1970, to Thomas R. Nedrich, Assistant 
Corporation Counsel, D.C., an attorney for defendants, and was also 
sent this day by first class mail, postage prepaid, to each member 
of defendant District of Columbia School Board, in care of Gertrude 
L. Williamson, Executive Secretary of that Board at 415 12th Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20004; defendant Acting Superintendent of 
seenools yor the District of Coltmbaageamw Ulomlcthes treet sn. Wee 
Washington, D.C. 20004; Hubert B. Pair, Acting Corporation Counsel, 
DeGeseatlLormey for derencdants eUiStr ooseit alc ioemWasitno. Olmm aCe 
20004; John A. Bleveans, Washington Lawyers' Committee for Civil 
Richts@under Law, sLOcSa loth es treeremNe er mWasltiic roll). CammoU UO oe 
abLorneystfor jintervenorss rh izapeuleA ee Dudd meted a.m duce LOnUOnmhe 
Allen > =) 200 Tower Buildingee Wasi io tones). Gee cUU05-a bt OrneyaLon 


intervenors Mr. and Mrs. William Bennett. 


Peter F. Rousselot 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TU USHHOLSON, GUaala, 


Plaintiffs, 


ome et ees ee es ee ew ee ee ee er ee eae eee 


a: Civil Action No. 82-66 
RiGHAR Delo LOUL, Cc cles, 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Movants, ) 
) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

CARL F. HANSEN, et Fah py ) 
) 

) 


Defendants. 


MEMORANDUM OF MOVANTS, RIGHARDST eS TOUL, ET AL., 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENFORCE DECREE y 
Preliminary Statement 
On dune Pipe lo/0peche Actingeschool Superintendent, 

responding to a Board of Education request, recommended a 
ei eer plan for certain of Eh emDistra cteas Bel emencary 
schools and junior high schools. The plan provided that 
graduates of a group of elementary schools would be clustered 


Uncen, ses, wouddvattend Ll emsame Jun Orenagh School. 


As part of this plan, the Acting Superintendent 
recommended that Horace Mann and Phoebe Hearst Elementary 
Schools be clustered under Gordon Junior High School, located 
in the Southern portion of Washington's Northwest, west of 
Rock Creek Park. All of the Mann and the: larger part of the 
Hearst districts had been in the Gordon area since 1968 
when the Board redrew the boundary lines to carry out this 
Courc’s Order "of vune 197 107; 

On July 1, 1970, the Board adopted the cluster 
plan presented by the Acting Superintendent, but with one 
major change: it took Mann and Hearst from the Gordon 
cluster and put them in the Alice Deal Junior High School, 
located in ive upper area West of the Park. Movants, Gordon 
parents, challenge both the motivation and effect of this 
Peano emer OUr sO L them, moreover, live in the Hearst area 
and still have children in elementary school. (Malone 
Affid. para. 1). They bring this motion because they wish 
to preserve the integrated environment in which their children 
now study at Gordon rent eat right to have their younger 
children go on into an integrated Gordon. 

They also challenge the change because the Board 
farledeto., give; notice stosanvelutercs CdmOgrOUDS. Obeitc 
intent to take up the cluster plan and failed to provide a 
“designated public hearing meeting, as required under its 


own rules. 
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The: Board#!'s¥ action joccummedsion Wnlyael 497.0% 
Then followed a series of letters between Movants and the 
Board, previously described in open Court. ‘These culminated 
in a letter dated August 28, mailed September 1 and delivered 
September 3, in: which rae President) ofthe Board of Education 
rejected Movants' position. Other negotiations with the 
trate a Administration, under The Administration's Board- 
given authority to make "adjustments" in the cluster plan, 
had been actively pursued by Movants until receipt of this 
letter. On oe day meld c leper was received, the Motion to 


Intervene was filed. 


ARGUMENT 
L. The Board's Action) Violatesmthenl1967 eee 
Thiss Court SvrLivst-aepLiInc i paler Indice ene OoSsen 
v. Hansen, 269 F.Supp. 401, 406 (1967) (hereinafter cited H., 
De ) was that 


"Racially and socially homogeneous schools 
-damage, the mindstandiispixrut of, alivichiidren 
who attend (theme si nesNecroO 7s cieswaite,, ce 
poor. anduithe "aiiiuenty —tindwbtockat ne watts ins 
ment of the broader goals of democratic 
education... e(Seemalsomtiratpn. 604-57 

SO a 


. a's a 
—— 


‘Pose 


‘ 


=| — 
.+¢ Gar q 


Moreover, Dr. Kenneth Clark pointed out to the Select 


Committee on Equal Educational Opportunity on April 20, 1970. 

"...-{I]t is my considered judgment, based 
upon the cumulative evidence of the past 
15: years, that. American society will not 
effectively desegregate its schools or 
mount a SC€rlOUSsabrack™adainst racism and 
raclal™ polarizations peciewunr leds States 
aS long as we continue to view the pro- 
blems primarily in terms of their damage 
CORNGOVOGS a, 


The argument for the desegregation of our 
public schools must now be presented in terms 
of the damage which racially segregated schools 
inflict upon privileged white children. 


I repeat. If we are realistically to move to- 

ward planning and implementing serious programs 

for the desegragation of American public schools 
and related institutions in our society, we 

must now begin to examine very carefully and to 
present honestly and clearly the evidence which 
suggests the deep, insidious damage which segre- 
gated schools and segregated institutions Lit brew 
upon privileged white children. : 


There is strong evidence to suggest that racial 

segregation ,, Wilchea se neteactmthnesinstitcuttona— 

lization orf Lacism i1nepameiica, 15) flagrencbyeand 

insidiously detrimental to privileged middle 

class and working class white children." 

Believing in these principles, Movants assert their 
PeqiesyelOcmtOmUenand transtervomt Ore nel chisldr ein pu teto 


prevent the destruction of the integrated= environmen of) thc 


school their children now attend, Gordon Junior High School. 


Specifically, Movants attack the July icy, aepele 
Board of Education decision which threatens Alben environ- 
ment by transferring two predominantly white feeder 
elementary schools from Gordon to another TUNLO Dea Cie schooler. 
Theyeseck enforcement Of tiissCOUre Ss wunewlo, 1967, Order 
thate the Board. avoid “discrammation on the Dao lowOferacial 
or economic status" and ask that the transfer be enjoined 
and that the Board submit @ plan ‘to enroll the students 


concerned in Gordon. 


A. The Board Action was Based on Segregatory Motives. 
I. History of the Gordon-Deal line. 
Racial integration in a school system 95% black is 
possible only in a few schools. Gordon is one of these. 
It is situated in the southern NalteOteanearea of the Districcr 
WESt Of sROCK Creek Park fauWachtnOLOm semost nOLrougn ly 
miatraer aed area, both residentially and in school enrollments." 
(Hv, p. 440). Gordons history nas reflected this Lact; 
at the time of the 1967 decree it was the only junior high 
SChCOu in the  INleghatecC mm Lach eu tm—e i me mrd Jo etal le je 
Preservation of this integrated status has been 
a problem in the™“past, as this Court has already specific- 


avlyecound. «Prom L963 elLOmI oO bpeMennewaselimanr Ooptlonal 


zone between Gordon and Deal. (Malone Affid. para 6). 
ine lIoS, the optional zoneswasc eliminated, "because a civil 
rights group publicly argued that the zone parents were 
principally seeking a white school." (H, p. 417). At 
the time "one apparent intent of the zone parents was 
segregatory... in their preference for the greater white 
enrollment at Deal." (Ibid). 

In 1968 the School Board established a Boundary 
Committee to redraw the lines of the school districts and 
_to change pupil placement policies in accordance with this 
Court's decision and under a procedural plan approved by 
the Court. The Board ultimately established for the fall 
of 1968 the new boundaries this Committee recommended. 
Faced with a school population then 92% black, the Boundary 
Committee -- describing its work in its own words -- sought 
Bours LeLoO Passages: what possible improvement in racial 
integration could be achieved by moving pupils from Wilson and Deal 
dito GOrdon and, WeStern wae Olt enebDep weirs. so, pp. 109— 
10; Malone Affid. Partai auc Ooms Catement seo Lethe 
Board's own Committee demonstrate that the current movement 
of the Gordon-Deal line taking whites out of Gordon 


violates the duty to seek integration and the Court's 1967 


Order. 


The 1968 boundary overrode local white parental 
objections. (Malone Affid. para 3). But only a year later 
the effort to roll back the racially crucial Gordon-Deal 
line had its first success since 1963. On recommendation 
of a Board Committee headed by Mr. Rosenfield, the Ward 
representative, the Board undercut one end ®of the line 
by returning a small white area, south of Van Ness Street 
and between Rock Creek Park and Connecticut Avenue, from 
Gordon®to Deal *forsthevschoobiyear 01969-7002 a(Malone Affid. 
para 5; green area on attached map). Now the transfer 
of the Mann aia Hearst areas this year, the second breach 
in two years, obliterates the remainder of the line. (See 
map attached to Malone Affid., yellow area). The Board's 
memory of the stated purpose of the iine, the only increase 
in racial integration thought possible in the junior high 
schools, is short indeed. 

2. The Board meeting and action. 

The Board's’ action *ofrends “this Cour tis cOrder 
Since it undoes the remedy this Court demanded the Board 
provide against past segregatory wrongs. It altered the 
line without considering whether or not that remedy was 
Stisiieconducivesco athe NON Ghia earmniace ny result the Order 
demands -- and without any finding that its action would 
achieve the "maximum effective integration" the Court sought. 


(H. p. 515). 
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inj facts the Seen is evident. For the Board 
was on clear notice that segregatory action was intended. 
Its action constituted acceptance and adopiLion ofmthar 
intent. In reversing the School Administration's recom- 
mendation of retention of Hearst and Mann in the Gordon- 
Western chain, it must have known it was removing whites 
£rom a- Gordon, recently) tippedstotovers50%iblack.«'1t acted 
in frank response to local white political pressure on the 
Ward Representative and proponent of the change (Tr. 

p. 77-8, 81, 82-3), pressure from an area already found 

to harbor Soc angie: motives.s)(See H.-pse417,.supra p96) . 
The- Board. clearly relied on the views of the Ward Represen- 
tative in reachingpatsadecision, 6a tpointeapparentaingits 
dediberationsandsemade explicitebyiiatsaPresident ss (Tr. 

Pp. 62-827, Allens Depyappte27-82)— Bheawealthy,ewhite areas 
concerned are said by the Ward Representative to be highly 
influential (Tr. pp. 78, 81, 84-5), and although the result 
of their influence in 1970 was not the creation of an optional 
zone, the effect is the same, through legalized transfer 

of children by boundary change. And the motivation is 

also the same -- it was "for the purpose of allowing white 
children, usually affluent white children, '‘trapped' in 
SeNegcoOuscnool \diStricc ym tOmmcscapem™ OLa white, vor more 


Nearly white school, == (H. ep.we06):. 
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Evidence that the Board's action had an inap- 
propriate racial motivation is supported by other factors 
here. First, the Board took the extraordinary step of 
transferring children from an uncrowded school to hes ell 
ready overcrowded. On the basis of the figures before it 
in July, the Board decision reduced Gordon to 94% of capa- 
Cisty. and increased Deal to almost 114%. (See Motion to En- 
force, Exhs. A and C).. In fact, Gordon is now at only 85% 
of capacity and Deal at 114%. (See appended Statistical 
Summary). Deal's overcrowding problem will become even 
more acute as eee 7th grades, entering on the basis 
of the Board-amended cluster plan; increase the disparity.* 
Second, the proponent of the Board amendment made 
clear that he was not interested in integration at Gordon. 
His statement was that "the only hope there is left for 
an Entegqrvated: schooimsystenm@ic) IinuWardas BUtrwip6es 4); his 


action made clear that he meant Deal among the junior high 


* If this year's 7th grades are typical under the new cluster 
Pian, salter Chreeceycarcebealewiiilebe ate | JUSso0r Capacity anGd 
Goxdonjyrat ionly s42-eOniithe other thanda, irf fehe’ transfer were 
reversed; 1Gonoon jou Fasveaciagl01 2 of capacity after three 
VeGaqUS a) (oeCeG appendedeotacriet calmounmmary ji. 
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schools, and presumably Wilson, in a roughly coterminous 
zone, among the Stee higne. ‘The implication is clear -- 
put all the whites into Deal, and abandon the effort to 
create or defend integration at Gordon, despite the earlier 
history and the comments of this Court on the Gordon area. 

Third, the proponent openly admitted there was 
another purpose, “other. areas that I do not want to say 
publicly. Wnt Trwjep.e85j)e2 Ohethereby ut everyoneson notice 
that there was something to be hidden about his proposal. 
The Movants believe that his earlier’ claim that his proposal 
"would indicate that we do care for a certain segment of 
society" (Trew, piei78) alilumines itthemhiddentreason.) For 
that segment of society can only be from the Mann and Hearst 
districts: wealthy, white, (on the Board transcript) 
influential, and with a history of segregatory motives. 
(Supra, p. 6). 

Other reasons for the transfer suggested before 
the Board are not persuasive. The Board responded to 
parental request that the children attend the nearest school, 


and) invoked in effect the ‘so-called »"neighborhood policy." 


* Gordon, like Western High, physically in Ward 3, draws 
Many chibdren 1. rOMpociemawarcds- 
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But this Court's 1967 decision made crystal SS that 
the neighborhood policy had to give way when it was ad- 
Mministered in such a way as to enhance segregation (H., 
p. 418). In such cases, it is recognized that the 
Constitutional imperative of avoiding segregation overcomes 
the comparatively minor disadvantages of longer travel. 
In this case, moreover, the distance differentials are 
not Significant. For the distance difference between 
Mann-Gordon and Mann-Deal and between Hearst-Gordon and 
Hearst—Deal, see the Malone affidavit (Para 7 and map) - 
Although” greater-in” the case: ofHearst, the differential is 
less than that suffered by black students who are placed 
in the Deal and Gordon clusters. (See Malone Affid. para 
7 and attached map for measurements). 

Another argument made by the parents through the 
Ward Representative on the Board was that they wanted their 
younger children to go to Deal and/or Worn an School with 
thetrsolder children. (lt memes) occ sAl Len Dep. pp. t24, 
ATG INGUIN SETHE, ek, SE) ASL a a 
aLgqument 1S NOt persids1Ve mers, wules problem will) on 
course arise whenever boundaries are changed, including the 
boundary changes the cluster plan makes. Second, Board 
pOlVcveper mits lr bera lL eeeeins Opyplacement) exceptions sto 


accommodate such cases (Allen Dep. pp. 37-9). Finally, this 
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Court has 
years ago 


line, 


ae Zee 


already answered this argument when it said three 


in connection with the same Gordon-Deal boundary 


"The zone parents' pre-1963 professed 
non-racial grievances do, however, seem 
disingenuous, Since the inconvenience 

they cited they had invited upon themselves 
by choosing Wilson rather than Western High 
School for #therreot dervechwiacen.. (Hip. 415] a. 


This point remains valid today since Mann has been in the 


Gordon-Western zone Since 1965. 


The* Board’? discussionvon vululy 1, 1970" also included 


the suggestion (Tr., p. 84) that if the change were not 


made, certain families would remove their children from 


nelgicy ISTO 


public school system. But 


SEVGI Wte DLOVEd,= thatwLacumcCannocemuSLLLY 
the zone, constitutionally. White students 
cannot earn for themselves discriminatory 
preferences by holding over a school board 
the threat of withdrawal from the public 
schoo ls*@= (Haw. pa lUlur. 


Finally; what cle Boaray did not, consider, at’ least 


in its open meeting, further reveals the segregatory intent 


of its action. As the Court noted during ther September 


argument, 


the Board made 


" .eno reference whatever to educational 
needs of the children. No reference whatever 
to an appropriate distribution of races or 
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no consideration oresoc oreconomic, eLfect. 
é No consideration whatever of population, 
whether it was overcrowding one school or 
undercrowding another; and no consideration 
whatever per pupil expenditure." (Transcript 

of Court Nearing pe Demo 
The Board's action reversed a School Administration recom- 
mendation which had taken into account these VELVmEbaccOoLs. 
(See points listed in Mr. Henley!s dune 17,1970 letter) to 
the Board, Motion to Enrorce exes Cy. 

Whatever lip service the Board may have paid to 
racial or socio-economic mix in its public meeting, it neither 
Considered the facts concerning integration nor examined the 
intent of the proponents of the change. The comment of one 
member set forth his attitude: 

"Whereas I respect the Wright Decree 

socio-economic mix, and what-not, we 

are doing business with human beings." 

(Be Doe ye 
Phemdemands tof «theless feConsittatution deserve more atten] 
tion than as a "what-not," particularly from a body already 
enjoined to give them full weight. 

3. Board -closed..conference. 

In addition to the public meeting, the Board held 
a closed conference on this subject. In both her October 28, 
1970 letter to the Court and in her deposition, Board Presi- 


dent Allen states that the Board knew of and considered 


the racial and socio-economic aspects of the Gordon-Deal 
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boundary change. As her letter conceded, its action reduced 
both the minority white enrollment at Gordon and the minority 
black enrollment at Deal. But she defended the decision 
on the grounds the effect of the adverse change was only 
de minimiis.” (Letter, p. 2; Allen Dep. pp. 42,°45,° 50-1). 

On the question of socio-economic balance, the 
Board was also aware that the change was adverse. It = 
discussed that the school-system would "lose a LO 1On the 
Mann-Hearst students, "both black and white", to private 
schools -- a clear indication of the socio-economic level 
involved. (Allen Dep., p. 46). Further, "we [the Board] 
are naturally aware that the Upper Northwest Section 
includes children of fairly high socio-economic level." 
(Allen Dep. p. 51). The contrast with her comments on 
Gordon and its students is stark: 

“We considered the large number of black 

kids who are bussed in primarily to that 

school, and the tremendous attending 

PLODI CMS aCe Cha tear PCO Le ecChoO land 

we were concerned about the numbers who 

go there, “who Varegnot prepared §Lougo 

THe Lee ay ee ee ee 


Movement of wealthy whites from Gordon to Deal can hardly 


help socio-economic balance. 
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Mrs. Allen's letter to the Court underlined these 


conciusio0ns: 

"While the Board's action with regard to the 

Deal-Gordon modification may not have been 

entirely consistent with the criteria generally 

used by the Board for establishing boundaries, 

the® deviation= 1 seonly= deemrnimucs lt aZ) 

Her deposition testimony specifically identified the "criteria 
gqeneralrly used by! thessboard a 
"Well obviously, we tried to balance off 

numbers and we have tried to balance off 

race, in those areas where race is a factor, 

in accordance with the decree, we take into 

account Sso0C10-eCOnOmLGrraclors (pp. 47).. 

But these factors all argue against the Board's action 
changing-the Acting Supexintendentismclustersplan. its 
change increased overcrowding and lessened both racial and 
socio-economic balance. Mrs. Allen virtually conceded 

this when her letter styled the change as a "deviation" from 
established Board criteria. See also the general tenor of 
Mrs. Allen's testimony. (Dep. pp. 40-51). 

The Board's response, however, is that the 
damage. t6 those factors is too small to matter; it argues 
"the deviation is only de minimus." 

The Movants do not agree. Their views on the 


importance of the change are contained in Section I-B below; 


they are also relevant here. 
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The Movants also urge that the disregard of 
the critical factors of crowding and of racial and socio- 
economic balance can never be Cesminsiis 7 especialy 
when the Board has been enjoined to take them into account. 
The segregatory practices or the complacent adoption of 
segregatory pressures from white parents before 1967 were 
often individually small in impact, but the net effect 
required court intervention. What is involved here is an 
intentional downgrading of the very essence of this Court's 
1967 Opinion and Order. 

Summarizing, the Board 

(a) Undid the 1968 line which had been 

drawn under Court Order to achieve maximum 

Yacial integration; 

(b) Responded to political pressures 

from wealthy, influential whites, based on 

segqregatory objectives, flying in the face 

of all common sense concerning school 

crowding; and 

(c) *Ate beste faileadstorwconsider® thevracial 

Socio-economic or educational aspects of 

1tS deéGiszon or, *at=worstyeconsideredad them 

and disregarded their dictates. 
Onetne basis: of “any cnesorethesempoints,, this, Court showld 


find that the Board has violated the non-discrimination 


directive of its Order. 
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B. The Boer ie Action is Segregatory in Effect. 

There is;,moreover, apsecond ground for this 
Court to direct compliance with its Order here. In addition 
to the Board's willingness to accept the segregatory moti- 
vation of the proposal to shift Mann and Hearst and in 
addition to its failure to seek "maximum effective integration" 
(H., p. 515), the effect of the Board's action is manifestly 
segregatory. 

While the numbers for any one year may not at 
first appear large, the Board-directed shift of whites out 
of Gordon is highly Significant. If the eighteen Mann-Hearst 
7th grade whites now at Deal were now at Gordon, the 7th grade 
there would contain 103 rather than 85 whites, an dipersierevsiere of 
21% -- more than one fifth. The percentage racial balance 
Cfathe 7th grade would bes35-65270 weather thangthe present 
34-695 .7.  (Seelappendedastatist ica louima ns 

It is true that the 18 transferred white 7th 
graders would immediately increase Gordon's total percentage 
of whites for all grades by only 1.4%**, but this applies 
the seventh grade figures for transferred children against 
the base of the total of all three grades at Gordon. 
* Figures also assume the 3 Hearst blacks now at Deal would 

‘alsorgo to Gordon. 

**Ch. ppresident, Allens Jlettersrouthne Count... October... oi Loaw0G 


which uses 1.2%, based on figures earlier than the most 
Becentsstlpula lL eomnum ema 


a ihe 


A fairer comparison would multiply this year's 
7th grade transfers by three for the three grades, for 54 
children. The addition of 54 whites would increase the 
total number of whites at Gordon by 18%, almost one- 
fifth; and it would increase the percentage of whites in 
the total number of students from 39% to 433*. (Projecting 
this. year 's./ th. qnadevas representative woulonofmcounse 
pooduce.in three .vyears the gsanempercentagesmas: the /th 
grade manifests now. ) 

Surely the increase in white population by a 
fifth in a school with Gordon's history and racial balance 
is significant in maintaining its integrated status. 

There are percentage marks beyond which whites 
wiil not.stay- in; school, “feeGordonys percentagelotywhites 
has fallen,from-523. inl 965e ton 46 DY 22e0ni 19690; ,fandeto 39% 
thisafallL.s.(Hsep.4452enMolLione Con EniorcessiExh® As “appended ™ 
Statistical Summary). With continued reduction in white 
students, Gordon is in grave danger of losing its integrated 
StAtUs . 

*Figures also assume the 3.Hearst blacks now at Deal would 

alsoxgo,to Gordon. 

**See U.S.Commission onsCivileRignts, = racial Isolation ing the 
Public Schools jp SLUM Wace nator 67) Se inge lseiinercre 
Racial Tipping Polina nee eos) Ceo CHOOlS a4 Oe OUL Meas o 
Social Issues) wa l2/ elo oo fw etherauchovs concluded thar 
theremis moMmspecirrcetiappi nde police andethatetnesnighersco. 
proportion of Negroes, the more rapidly the whites leave, 


although they find there might be a plateau between 30 and 
60% black when.white exodus is considerably slowed. 
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Deterioration of integration will likely be 
accelerated by the factethatecoruconeés undercrowded con- 
@ition will invite transfers in. Since Deal is the only 
other junior high witha substantial white population, 
unless whites are retransferred to Gordon fromubeal pothe 
result will be transfers ofeblacks#and tamfiurthervdecrease 
in the proportion of whites at Gordon. Moreover, such 
a new transfer of blacks will itself be discriminatory 
since the new transfers will undoubtedly have to come from 
a distance greater than that the whites of the Mann and 
Hearst districts complain of. For example, Francis J .H.o 2, 
nearest to Gordon, is already at the extreme west edge 
of: its district. (See map attached to Malone Atl Cay i jes 

Furthermore, whites will be sensitive to the 
second Board-ordered transfer of white areas out of the 
Gordon area in two years, thus enhancing the danger Liat 
unless the pattern of transfers is reversed, whites will 
lose heart in the battle to retain an integrated Gordon. 

In sump iteisscleamstia. the School Board was 


asked to and did adopt a segregatory boundary plan not 
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Be PANS 
consistent wi theta se Court. so. Orde. Od UNGwlo LJ oi/., 
embracing on political grounds the segregatory intent 
of those seeking to change the Administration's eicotere 
plan. Whether its action be taken as acceptance of a 
-segregatory intent, or as a decision which brought about 
a segregatory result, the Board has not met its duty to 
avoid discrimination. under that Order... Movants are en— 
titled to the relief they seek, enforcement of the Order 
asm atrects the transfer of the Mann and Hearst dis- 


tracts. from. Gordon, Junior Higni ocaicol. 


TI. The Board Materially Failed to Follow Its Own Procedures. 
| The Board's rules anclide a requirement Chat; 

"upon the receipt of a report from the Superintendent of 
Schools involving a major change in the school system;) or 
the schools in a particular community," the Board will advise 
the public and citizens groups who have requested notice; 
(Rules, chapter 1, section 7.4, Motion to Enforce, Exh. Dye 
The rules also call for a "designated public hearing meeting." 
(Ibid, section [sto ee 

Tt 16 cleargthatstnewacopercon Of a plan clusters 
sige particular elementary schools under particular junior 


high schools was "a major change in the school system," and 
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also "a major change in... the schools of" several Parvreular 
communities. The action came upon a report from the Acting 
Superintendent. (Motion to Enforce, Exh. Cyr 

The notice and hearing requirements were simply 
not met. The Board told no citizens' groups that it proposed 
to take action either on the cluster plan generally or on the 
Gordon-Deal boundary in particular.e) (Allen Deps pp. 28-21). 
Teen O nis public notice was a memo to the press which can only 
be described as opaque; it spoke of nee gs concerning "Task 
Force Reports as submitted byithe Acting Superintendent, © 
without further specification. (Allen Dep. Exh. 12-13). 
The Board held no “designated public hearing meeting." 
(Rilenmucp ap .5 20) 

| The violation of the Board's own rules is prejudicial 

and improper, and it vitiates the action taken. IDprnte Nsee. [61a 


2 


Wo Ueisouatiorw WAP Nish SMA 1 Ged AROS: (OMe en GIS ARES, eee. 
rel. Accardi v. Shaughnessy, 347 U.S. 260 (1954). 

Pep rswalco alesse that the lack of notice of the 
proposed cluster plan meant that there was no public 
discussion of the cluster assignment of Mann or Hearst, a 
debate that would certainly have opened the issues which the 


Boardyfailed to consider: thesrelationship of the assiqnment 


fies hg 9) 22: 


of these schools to racial discrimination and to the Order 
Ofedunes 19, 1967. " The violation of Its notrce and hearing 
notes is particularly offensive when the Board says it 
relied heavily on community pressure oor the pesulbert pDLrougit 
apout.. (lire pp. V0, role Ahlen mie yD ep 24 o)) ts 
Til. Movants are Envi tl castomnerre « Nowe 

he we have shown, the Board's July 1 action 
violated this Court's 1967 order and its own standards. Yet 
we are assured that the ‘Boaraq ac lor wae cavern only “on a 
Thlalebasis i (MOCTONn COs EN EOL Geyser cilmnG 0D 0c) teem atte Co ote 
will.last until terminated by a.new Board decision and the 
Board ee not scheduled any meaningful review of ang Design! 
esis BS, The Movants cannot be required to sleep on their 
rights now in the uncertain hope that they may be vindicated: 
at some future time. 
| In the meantime the constitutional deprivations 
continue, and the Board has made no move to eliminate them. 
The Board's Gordon-Deal plan is not one which "promises 
realistically to work, and promises realistically to work 
now." (Green v. County School Board of New Kent Co, Va. 


S91 U.Se 4307, 04S Lo Gc Metipliac PominmoLtci iid) cee ma 1oo 


mehr, 


Alexander v. Holmes County Board of Education, 396 U.S. 19 
(L9G D )imeDowell vy iBoard ObeEcuceatizoneoL Oklanoma Clty, Public 
SCNOO1S)=  S968U.S.. 260m C00) ot ncel tne agcomecd basis of 
the Board's Gordon-DealeaGe1ONmewas el toede MInimis Nature, 
there should be no serious administrative problems presented 


by the Order sought by the Movants. But even if there were: 
"Of course, the changes that will come as 
a result of the modifications we now specify 
and from the November order now called for 
will cause mid-year disruptions, pupil 
reassignments and the like. But on balance, 
this:is- less, costly than-a continued loss 
Of rights ota slardesnumber of estudents... 
Singleton sy Jacksons ci pale School DisumiCt. 


Ped (STnSCioreilo. 29226, August. 27 
L970)1(S IA Oe OD wc Ga amen. 


MWreesoecourt shoulda act promprlyveto enforce eMovants’ constitu— 


Li onalecrtonce’. 
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‘CONCLUSION 


For the reasons stated, Movants urge that this 
Court preliminarily and permanently enjoin the defendants, 
Members of the Board of Education and Superintendent of 
Schools, from transferring Horace Mann and/or Phoebe Hearst 
Elementary Schools from Gordon to Alice Deal Junior High 
School; from implementing its decision of oy ieee 70 to 
secant ase the same; and to provide the Court with a plan 
for prompt placement of former Mann and Hearst students now 


ataDealmin Gordon Junior Higheschool. 


Respectfully submitted, 


stephen Be wives, Wrz 


Perrenecesk Murphy 


Attorneys for Movants 
akelsiebael dt, Steeihe, fae tell. 
1320 Nineteenth Street, N. W. 

Washington, DS)C. 20036 
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APPENDIX 


Statistical Summary 


The data eae is calculated from the October 22, 
1970 “Membership Report" for Gordon and Deal, stipulated to 
be the most recent datawavarlable. (Stipulation of November. ls, 
L970 siseemalsowAllensDepeeppe loa4 eae GCapacaty figuressanc 
number of Mann-Hearst 7th SRE TE ACeDeaAle Laken eLLOMm OCLODe lho 
1970 "Submission by Defendants. (Overalls Gordon and) Deal 
census) data an that Submission has been superceded Dye ae 
later "Membership Report.") 


A. Under Board-Amended Cluster Plan 


Negro Others total 
(Clepecctesey Sisketenn souiegey Crelevelentt 
7th Grade die) Soe GSO c's) 276 
vehbe Othe Grades 263 203, 1(4423) 471 
Totals 454) 293039" lela wean 


PexcanteOfe ComaGiiye Ove Coom 8.406% 
Percent ofLscapact ey, Descd 


on 3-year projection from 
(Reigy fepereisko =a Seek OLe 


Alice Deal JunlOLrenloneocnoow 


Enc raAde 7 958° #274 (51.5%) 532 


8th-9th Grades | 388 ACM Soa oe) 869 
Totes 646 7557653293 eel ao 
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3-year projection from 
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DRAFT 


INSTHECUNGLED SLTATHSOS DISTRICT. COURT 
FORS THES DISTRICT SOL COLUMBIA 


JULIUSSW. HOBSON; -etmal., : 


Plainti£ts ;: 

Wo : Civil Action NoOwmeO2—O6 
CARL F. HANSEN, et al., _ : 
| | Defendants. : 


4, Aftidavitpot Julius W..Hobson 


om 


hhc hie Wehe opm Gerewusiilents yy — oko 


Julius W. Hobson, wanmoriginaleplaincirreinethisecase, 
being duly sworn on oath, deposes and says that he is the author 
of the attached analysis of data on per pupil expenditures sub- 
mitted to this Court by defendants pursuant to orders of this 


Courts 1n -HobSOn, Velstansen, serve leACt) ONENO weo7 06. 


JwLiuws Wee Hobsone 


Sworn and subscribed to before me 


this day of December, 1970 


(Nesaskete Vblelliney, IBeie.4 


My Commission Expires: 


‘ANALYSIS ff 


Chavtai gees 


Chart 1 shows the average total operating expenditure 
per pupil from regular funds in the Bay eo nar of the 
Dist ci OreCOlumbiasby 1elgnbornood ies groups, fiscal year 
1969-70. An average of the original data submitted to the Court 
by the School Administration (total ssqemng lanes perm schooledivi- 
ded by the total numbers of pupils per school) shows that in the 
three richest and whitest neighborhoods ($10,000 and above) the 
School Administration spends on an average of $94 more per pupil 
than it does in the three poorest and blackest neighborhoods with 
income below $6,000. If the same average is taken at the $8,000 
and above income levels, it shows that the School Administration 
spends about $75 more per pupil in schools located there, than it 
does on pupils in schools located in neighborhoods with income 
levels below $8,000. 

The chart clearly shows a pattern of spending by the 
D.C. Public School Administration which benefits the richer and 


whiter communities in the City. 
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Chawtu2s 


Cha ijtaez shows ‘total operating expenditures per pupil 
from regular funds in selected D.C. elementary schools; 1969-10. 
According -to the’ chart, and. leaving aside haere ail schools," the 
Biz Public School Administration spent the largest amount of 
money per pupil ($1,163) at the Perry Elementary School in the 
school year 1969-70, and the smallest amount per pupil ($305) at 


1/ 


the Tubman Elementary School. This shows an expenditure gap 
between these schools of an unbelievable $858 per child. 

In 1966 when the original complaint was filed, (Hobson 
v. Hansen) data for the 1964 school year was used which showed a 
per pupil expenditure inequity between the lowest and highest 
elementanvyeschoolsuoLmesomems 4) bam ChareeZeclaccse ine tee roc LiO EC 
that the astronomical Armour by of $858 for 1970 represents an in- 
Crease oven 1964 (thengS41) )mormover L00npercent. 

Thuspethe datavind1caves that through the school year 
1969=70 the. D<C. sPubliceSchoolmAdministration continued to) carry 
out spending practices in the City's elementary schools which, 


inspite of a Court order tosthe. contrary, created greater ay lee 


equity and unfairness. 


1/. In the 1969-70 school year the Administration spent as low 

~ as $104 per pupil at the Morgan Annex. We used Tubman in 
our analysis however, because it is comparable to Perry, 
and because the Administration does not make clear the dif- 
ferences between the Morgan Elementary School and the Mor- 
gan tAnnéx-eingeact@in tsomescases, the Administration reports 
expenditures per pupil for combined elementary schools and 
annexes. 
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Gnart2.. 


EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL IN 
SELECTED D.C. ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS, 1969- -1970 


HIGHEST EXPENDITURE GROUP 


Regular Budget 0 8 ONS 1600 2000 
BUNDY So seigh 1 eee $2024 EY SS A Se 
GRAN Tiss crt » bee, arueeee -, 1625 posse 
PERRY gio. 7.2. (oer enenas 1163 oe ee 
NICHOLS AVE. ......... 1132 eee 
ORIMK Boe 0 ane ee eee 1000 [ES 
MANN 00 2 20: 967) Ee 
LE NOX ee ee tee 949 


SL EVENS See 9) 
BOWE Le ere oO ee 
FILLMORE... ........ 873... SSS 
HYDE 2. of. ve. es .. 855 Ee 
EDMONDS ..... 2. >... . 830 Gee 


CEN OXMANNE X=) am ae 812. 

QE VELINGDY 2 oo eS , 806 RES 

KEY wo wel... (794 Eee ne 
MORGAN ........... 776 Eee 
HARDY ~. ....... ....°772 Bee sas 
STOODER gees. ee ' 753 Ee 

VANNEVERE Seo. Pre tae 761 eae 


LOWEST EXPENDITURE GROUP 


STUBMAN SS eee 
POWELL ANNEX 
SAVOY eae 
RANDLE HIGHLANDS 
HENDLEY & ANNEX 
CONGRESS HEIGHTS & ANNEX 
KIMBALL ...... Pe arene. 
NALL EY: gate qe: eae 
Mc GOGNEY . ee 

SGARFIELOMS Aeee a 
DAVIS & ANNEX ........ 
SIMON tie, ae 
SUOW Pie) 2 eee . 
PATTERSON) Mane ae 
KITCHAM & ANNEX ...... 
BENNING & ANNEX ...... 
DRAPER Gt amine Aueeare 


CARVER Sa 2's eg nee 
IMCS NY AN Gs SHE Se 


In 1964 the spread between the highest and lowest school was 
Sill. ae 19/0 the -spread jéqualied $858 leaving aside "special 
schools. the above datay1or 19/70. show that the spread has 
increased from 1964 by over 100% leaving aside "special schools." 


Source: DwGe Publiceschools 
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Gharte3 

The School Administration has advanced the low or 
slightly negative coefficient of correlation (-.08) obtained 
when schools are "ranked first by median neighborhood income, 
and second by mean expenditures per pupil" as proof that the 
‘wide variation in expenditures per pupil between individual 
schools do not reflect any economic or racial bias. However, 
the aes elementary inspection of the data on which the School 
AQMIniSteat ion sacCerlicientsosrcoLre ations based. readily 
leads to the conclusion that the statistical method used to ar- 
TAVeeotethnes—.08=COecErIClencels rnreoes as demonstrated in the 
Michelson Affidavit filed concurrently herewith. 

Chart 3 is éntitled "Relation of Average Per Pupil 
Expenditures to Neighborhood Income Levels, 1969-70." The ap- 
Paventestatisticalsconclustonmsdrawnietrometne  datasonsthi sr cheare 
is that any attempt to compute a coefficient of correlation us- 
ing these data would be misleading to say the least. The chart 
shows each elementary, school in the District of Columbia on a 
graph cross relating neighborhood income and average operating 
expenditures per pupil from regular funds. In 1969-70 the 
rounded city-wide average expenditure per pupil in the elementary 
schools was $586. Of the 53 schools shown with average expendi- 
tures below the city-wide average, only five were located in 
neighborhoods with incomes above $8,000. In the neighborhoods 
with incomes below $8,000, forty-eight schools had per pupil ex- 
penditures below the city-wide average. Expressed in percentages, 
thesdata; ShowSsthateonlye 25s peECcenteotmches=schoo Sm located@iiim ci. 
wealthier neighborhoods had expenditures below the city-wide 
average, while more than 43 percent of the schools in the poorer 
neighborhoods (incomes below $8,000) were so situated. 

The Keene Elementary School had the lowest average ex- 


penditure per pupil ($541) found in any elementary school located 
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in the wealthier neighborhoods ($8,000 and above incomes). This 
represents a deviation from the city-wide average of only a minus 
Ta? percents "*By contrast etubman, aeschool comparable to Perry, 
and located in the poorer neighborhoods, (incomes below $8,000) 
had a low expenditure of $305 per child, an amount which devia- 

_ ted from the city-wide average by an unbelievable minus 48.0 
percent.) Thetdevration=urom the Pree tiide average in the poorer 
communities was more than six times the deviation from the city- 
wide average by the lowest school in the wealthiest community. 

The Chart teshowsec reamlyethat. tiem Crazyecuiit.sor 
"random" meee of the spending pattern is concentrated among the 
low income area schools where there appears to be no correlation 
between neighborhood income and Bee oto expenditures. No one 
ever seriously suggested that there was. Between the rich and 
poor income areas, however, the chart shows that there is clearly 
dvftterential spending in the “elementary schools of D/Ge based on 
the income. Put another way, children in wealthy neighborhoods 
have only a slight chance of being assigned to elementary schools 
where the expenditure per pupil is less than the city-wide aver- 
age. By unfortunate contrast, children in poorer neighborhoods 
face a Seca ien probability of assignment to schools where 
such expenditures are way below the city-wide average. 

This discrimination against the poor becomes much more 
pronounced when we examine two scatter diagrams (nos. 1 and 2) 
filed by defendants on November 17, 1970. Scatter diagram no. 1 
is entitled "Relation Between Teacher Expenditures Per Pupil Fis- 
cal 1971 and Family Income Level of School", and scatter diagram 
no. 2 is entitled "Relation Between Teacher Expenditures Per 
Pupil We Pascal 86970) end -Vamimiveerncomesbevel of ochool”.. 

First of all, these diagrams report figures which are 
described as "Median Income per School." They are presumably 
based on data appearing in the three page chart in Part 1, sub- 


Dabur of VOLUME Otrexhvb1 Csemrred Sinethis Court ‘be dérendarcs 


e » ‘. 
. eee ane Jbocdioaite 
Tg ae 0 Pea mieten avedes bas) adn He) Top 


: a aoe 7 ; a my Wi. 
basin Co Lie 26 Api yoyG £ “yd i a atts tk ate 


° 


<— S 


rf alsa 1? ©x Swot {eoot& ssnonr t 2969 


' of palbmegqe TAéivuo1s? 725 


a. a" 5 a 
vies git of sideiecqmes. foorbe: 6 \ 16 emit. 3an; iano 
y ; >» 
- €OC00 Ue woTod =atoons 1 ,aboodvoddersa robe | 
} ys 
) nd ; 
{ Os (Lin yet P 
| 
“se tt } rf | Lf 4. } 4 3 i : 
| | 1 
Le uote fe) Xie uth Srant enw as iS w | 
a aol | —s 
ALi a Sintis wis) oe Deol » Jagwel edt Yo JP & Siw Nt a 
‘ _ i} _ 
i / 44 ' ; = c : 
| Sey MAL Lappe it ea? ys > sre Paarts sit . 
| note] baa 26 saris “mobnis™ . 
AL } 
. ty >i[W stooiles Gets. oitoont wo! i 
i é i 
j - my | 
| ioc et sdaitwodapi om asows ad 
J 54290908) wien iALxeo, 1V9 
| 


ee rodtonis a gmeoet ptt | 

f 

| ma a V6 i. tans jughhe: 6 “yaw avant | 

- Senne | 

“E5V5 sbiw ; j f re] gaily rage. ‘eat J 

a Pi “| 

| WOON WOT HLinto ,Jeht7 GO eee Ce +3Ph i 
" — 


- .~ a | 
aif 3 to viii A50036 [niga ae ~~ ba wont | 
is i. 7 | 


hale cohen 


im "| 


iy wolad yaw Se aaa 
tee 
aw ifotim as i+ tecteps ag ideas ae 


. (S iste f°.a051) | (43 re. Os ohne. 


r . . : ’ f ’ af 
: « OF | we : lea Vovi 


MsipSelo %ovJGOe ft SVvou Snoon i ‘Xa 
; : "I 


7 
(64 eet ibe + hie mewtsd mogiei oH 


Ste olny esripe st aogst aliewha tt 


eee 
. 


ri ipaduittes xe eee 
a ’ 


aan Tors MGs “ead “soadd, ATE 


PrbO. litt: netheiad, 
7 us 


ONEAUGUS tC 1075897 Oe According to the Census Bureau, the only’ 
possible way to arrive at median income pele schools. Lo uknow 
thesexactsincome of each parent of each child located in each 
school. From these data it would be possible to arrive ata 
figure which could be called "median income DeEESChoo le ame here 

is nothing in the defendants' submissions before this Court 
which indicates that they have such information. Therefore 
their: designation, “Median Income per School," is statistically 
invalid@andsincornect. 

By contrast, the plaintiffs' scatter diagram entitled 
ABIL ices Schools -- Relation of Average Per Pupil Expendi 
avian to. Neighborhood Income Levels, 1969-70" (Chart 3) shows 
neighborhood median income obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the 
Census. This is income based on Census tract data and, accord- 
ing to the factors which go to make up this income, is not di- 
recclysrelated tosschoolmchml dren hesplarmtttrs mscattenmd ta 
gram therefore is not directly comparable to the defendants' 
Scatter diagrams) nos. susande 

However, eveh assuming that the calculations produced 
by the defendants which they call "Median Income per sinwai” are 
Melia, their diagrams still show more crass discrimination against 
the poor on behalf of the wealthy than does the plaintifts' scat— 
ter diagram. For example, on diagram no. 1, ployee) Cube Seite)! 
with median income per school of $8,500 and above in 1971 had 
average expenditures per spon based on teachers' salaries that 
deviated more than 5% below the city-wide average of $499. All 
but 2 of these schools were more than 5% above the city-wide 
average. However, there were large numbers of schools with med- 
ian incomes below $8,500 showing expenditures of more than 5% 
below the city-wide average. Some were shockingly far below that 
average. olmilanly, sdiagrameno.s2 stor the fiscal. year 1970 re— 
ported a city-wide average based on teachers' salaries of $452 in 


the elementary schools. It appears by inspection that one and 
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maybe two of the elementary schools with median income per school 
of $8,500 and more had expenditures below the city-wide average, 
but nowhere near 5% below the city-wide average, while in the 
communities where the median income per school was below SoA 5U00F 
.large numbers of elementary schools had expenditures based on 

- teachers' salaries far below 5% of the city-wide average. Thus, 
assuming a validity for defendants' Se avowabayeeus, these scatter 
diagrams servesonlyetoOnceintorce=p laintilts argument that. per 
pupil expenditures for teachers' salaries and benefits in D.C. 
DUD LG schools ape er andor ond var One thes pOOr .eelheerichmare 
virtually guaranteed more money -- in almost every instance, 


substantially more than 5% above the city-wide average. 
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Charts3. 


D.C. ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 


Relation of Average Per Pupil Expenditures 
fo Neighborhood income Levels, I969-/0 


~ Per Capita Pupil Expenditures 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
BOK Tope pS ERECT SOR CORUME IA 


JULIUS HOBSON eG aly 


Plainttifts, 


Civil *Action "No? *82—66 
RICHARDS.) o lOURMeret wack a7 


Movants, 
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CARL EF. HANSEN, et al; 


Defendants. 
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SUPPLEMENT TO MEMORANDUM 
OF) MOVANT; “RICHARDS DS TOU, et aly 
Information taken from Defendants' Memorandum to the 
Court of November 177, [9/07 ethrowseaddeqds light. on the SOG loa 
economic balance at Gordon and Deal. This data demonstrates 
why the transfer of Mann and Hearst from Gordon to Deal 
adversely abiects socio-economicboalance at Gordon, whasle it 
only reinforces™the prevailing socio-economic group at-Deal. 
For balance, ‘Gordon needs students from higher socio-economic 
levels; Deal does not. 
The Defendants” Memorandum states (p. 23) : 
ulhe: COumtey Ss advisedamthatathis 1970 
census datarieenocenow available. 
Defendants recommend to the Court an 
alternativesmeans ol ohbtarning 


equivalent inrormacr ones sCurrently, 
the bests available method of identifying 
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the presence of, low-income pupils in the 
elementaryescnoolLs of the, District of 
Columbia is through the information on the 
number "Of pupils who quality for free 
lunches in each school. This measure may 
be™superior to ythe data on family ancome 
in the census tract of the school for 1959 
because it is more timely and because 
DUacepictsmthesincome ot the families ox 
che pupil lstattendimng the school rather 
than the income of the school's neighbor- 
hood at large. 


The following table shows the number of free school 
lunch students by elementary school, clustered as the Board 
Boece them (with Mann and Hearst shown separately). ”~ This 
data is taken from p.. 25-6 of the Defendants' November 17 
Memorandum; the size of the elementary schools, included to 
show the ratio of free school lunch students to total enrollment, 


is taken from Further Revised Submission to the Court, filed 


on November e/ere Lo Oe 


e 


Needy Lunch SuzegOr oCnoor 
School ChisigeenrarlOvei7 70 LOZ 2/170 
Gordon Cluster 
Adams 298 534 
Eaton 20 398 
Fillmore Les uh sis 
Hardy nee 2 cod 
Hyde y 5 LOT 
Jackson 19 99 
Key 23 180 
Morgan 323 485 
Morgan Annex 180 JRSM: 
Oyster 14 . Pie 
Stoddert ees 186 
TOTAL | 930 2 AY 


(Se29200L total elementary schooly size) 
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Needy Lunch Size of School 
school Chararen, 10/21/70 LOA2Z2/7.0 
Deal Cluster 

Bancrort 305 } 915 
Janney 16 413 
Lafayette 0 668 
Murch 10 , 613 

West 1? . 525 
TOTAL 403 3,134 

CLOVE OF total elementary *school size) 

Mann Ay; 234 
Hearst Is7 185 
34 19 


(SMe wometota lisesi ey 


Thus, in the schools@ingstiesGordon, cluster sone “spersavik 
in three has SreNguaied for free lunches. For the Deal group, 
es retro“ i sorry one in-ergie, and=forMann=Hearst, it is one 
in twelve. 

This evidence also indicates the position of the schools 
in the -Gordonicluster amongtallsDistrict schools. | Gordon: sw 
feeder schools contain 33.9% pupils entitled to free lunches; 
pthewcity-wide sti gures iced 9/> seme hemcontrast with Deal's 
12.9% 1S marked: 

On the basis of what the Defendants call the 
"best available method of identifying the presence of low- 
INCOMe pupils wale omClCammunats ticucranstern of sMann and 
Hearst from Gordon will detract from, rather than enhance, 


economic balance. 
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Tiwi svalsommoteworenvetiat the Defendants ' 
November 17 Memorandum anew concedes that "over and under 
Capacity #91 Seam MajOLeVaetrlab cmt reClangeper pupil tL 
expenditure (p. 1). Yet they defend the transfer of 
students from an under-capacity to an over-capacity 


Schoo. 


Respectfully submitted, 
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1320 Nineteenth Street, N. W. 
WashanGlon, Dace 0036 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
JULIUS W. HOBSON, et.al, 
Plaintiffs 
and 


MR. AND MRS. WILLIAM BENNETT, : Civil Action No. 82-66 


Movants 
Ve : 
CARLES HANSEN@et lal. 3 : 
Defendants 


RESPONSE OF BARDYL R. TIRANA, MEMBER, 
DEFENDANT BOARD OF EDUCATIO? 
TO MOTION OF MOVANTS FCR JUDGMENT 
ON THE PLEADINGS 
Defendant Bardyl R. Tirana, a member-at-large of 
defendant Board of Education, hereby disassociates himself from 
‘the Opposition of Defendants filed by the Corporation Counsel 


on or about October 27, 1970. Specifically, the Corporation 


Counsel states that "if the Moten students are unable to par- 


ticipate in the after school enrichment program because trans- 


portation is not available, the program would be terminated 

because they ere ae a substantial portion of the student body." 
(pp. 2-3) I know of no such authority for that statement by the 
Corporation Counsel. 

| Indeed, the Board of Education cculd direct the ex- 
penditure of funds for providing later transportation. sAsean 

| individual member of the Board, I believe that I would vote | 
COnDrovide ee See ait rather than terminate the program. | 


a ~ 


Respectfully, — 


AK ‘ 


ee eae EE lt CE A RE 


Bardyl R. Tirana, pro se 
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COATIPICATE OF SERVICE 


i, Donald R. Allen, at the request of Fardyl Tirana, hereby cer- 
tify that a copy of the foregoing pleading executed November 23, 1670 


vee 


by Bardyl Tirana, Member of the Defendant Ecard of Education, was 


ha ng thi: 


wa 


neraonally delivered to Counsel of Necord in this proceeding this 24'th 


® BET Ta, Ry % 7 FZ 
day of November, 1073. 
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UNIZED STATES: DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE Dio lLRiCl, OF COLUMBIA 


fouUGLUS sUOBSON seu al, 
Plaintiffs, 


‘ Civil Act ton No. 82-66 
RLCHARD Sela. 7,0 Ulupare Lane at, 


Movants, 


CARL E..” HANSEN, . Cla , 


ue ee ee OO ee 


Defendants. 


“PROPOSED FINDINGS JOR SP AGT CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND? DECREE, OF SMOVANDGARLCHARD ely. STOUT, BT Als, 
Movants Richard) solout, .etral.., serew mt mctDniIA. 
fhein proposed, Findings of Fact) and Conclusions jot, Lawsand i drat 


Decree ws oee Rule. 65( die tek GA. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Stephenep ae LVeCS, 01. PS 

ALGODNGyareoreMOovVants J 
Richarcalew SlOuUL, otras 

1320 Nineteenth Street, N. W. 

Washanoton; D-. .C. 9420036 

(202) 296-2121 
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UND TEOSS TALEO, DESTRICT COURE 
FOR-THE, DLSTRECT OF .COLUMBLA 


it US AHOBSON ac taal 
Plaintiffs, 
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° Civa Ll ACLLON, NOse o2-00 
HLGHARD. JD. OTOUTS a toaa le, 


Movants, 


CARL F. HANSEN; et al., 


a tet a it i i 


Defendants. 


FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
The Court has considered the Motion to Enforce Decree 

filed by the Movants Richardal @otout pet al athe verified Motion 
affidavits in support of the Motion, data submitted by the 
Defendants including a renee from the President of the Board of 
‘Education and the deposition of the President of the Board, 
together with numerous exhibits included therein. Based upon 
this material ana other material available in the file of this 
case, the Court enters the following Findings of Fact and 


Conclusrons CLlauaw: 


FINDINGS OF FACT 
Ne introduction 
Al. Movants are nine parents of children at Gordon 
Junior High School, who complain that the decision.oL the Board yor 
Education of the District of Columbia on July 1, 1970, enhances 
segregation in violation of their rights to obtain education 
or their children under conditions of maximum effective 


integration. 
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A2. By Order of September 15, 1970, Movants were 
permitted to intervene in the case of Hobson v. Hansen, to argue 
their Motion to PmEOrcCe pecreeymnameiye ties DecrecsotsJUnemlom al Ibs. 

A3 0 OnsJunesdyepelo7 0, ethevActinggSsuperintendent 
responded to the request of the Board of Education for a plan 
ac lusteringy “‘elementasyaschoolesunderajuntorehigheschools,wso 
that all pupils ins the clustered elementary schools would for 
their seventh grade attend the associated junior high school. 

The Acting Superintendent recommended only a partial cluster 
plan, under which Horace Mann and Phoebe Hearst Elementary Schools 
were included in the Gordon cluster. The Board of Education 
reversed this particular recommendation and transferred Bonn 
areas from Gordon to Alice Deal Junior High School. 
(Motion to Enforce, Exh- 
Brand Cs Allen Depry, 
Exiiceue4—6)ae 
A4. Movants seek to enjoin the Board and the 


Superintendent of Schools from carrying out this change in the 


cluster plan proposal. 


Be History of the Gordon/Deal Line 
Bie his CourtenOceceineL JO /sCiabathieCnsOULNern lalesos 
the area in the District west of Rock Creek Park was "Washington's 
most thoroughly integrated area, both residentially and in 
school enrollments meer nias@isethemarea CL Gordoned.H.S.) which 
was at the time the only junior high school in the "integrated" 


Be-tb7 ta ranger oflracialdivisdon. 
(2697 FF.) Supp. at) 4407452) 


B2. Mann and Hearst serve the wealthy, white Spring 
Valley and North Cleveland Parks sections respectively of 
Washington's Northwest;|the areas were described to the 
RPoara of Education as politically influential. “Both schools 
mrciude some OUut-Of-district black students. 
(Motaon to, Enforce, 


Davae4s; Boards ir.) pp omue 
Sle 625, 4-5) 
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B3. “The Court *seattention has*been earlier drawn ne 
the Gordon-Deal line, and particularly to the nesianment of the 
Manhearea.*) ine 1960, in response to parental complaints which 
I then found to be at least partially segregatory in intent, 

Mann parents were permitted the option of sending their children 
Loupeal.., -In 1965, "because a civil rights reorp publicly argued 
that the zone parents were principally seeking a white school," 
this option was eliminated. 
C2G OM ae OUD . 7a Gee. irs 
see Malone Affid., 
para 6) 

B42 On vune 1978 [67,8 ths. Court directed the 
defendants from discriminating and ordered that they file in 
the record a plan of pupil assignment complying with the Court's 
opinion. 

B5. -On January 2, 1968, the defendants filed their 
report in compliance with this directive, setting forth their 
intent to adopt redrawn junior and senior high school boundaries 
WivrCiime wit lenoc- Onl VelIncCleace anvatvearsoowentie and racial integratio 
but will also achieve maximum use of school buildings and insure 
eneecurtanlerdistributiongOtsstcan ss 

(Jan. 2, 1968, Section on 
"Long Range Pupil Assign- 
Mente lans sy Owes, 
Avene Dep. ix) a7) 

B6. The Committee set up by the defendants to carry 
out this provision moved the Gordon-Deal northwards including all 
of Mann and half of Hearst into the Gordon area. In discussing 
the overall boundary problems, that Committee noted, 

"Where LO Start?) We elected to try first 
to achieve what possible improvement in 
racial integration could be achieved by 


moving pupils from Wilson and Deal into 
Gordon and Western." 
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It also noted the need to approximate 108% of capacity for junior 
high schools. 
Its recommendations were accepted by the Board and PUL 
into effect for school Veatuel7638—-9. 
(Transcripts WhicheaLs 
Allen Dep., Exh. 8, 
pp. 109-107 =Malone 
ALfid., para +4) 


B7. Gordon's percentage of white students has changed 


as follows: 


1964 50m oS 

1965 52% - 

O69 52.6% (before transfers in) 
1969 46.5% (after transfers in) 
1 937.0 39% 


(Calculations from 
269 pr eeOUp Dee a tae cr 
MOCLON ICO BENLOGCe:, sree 
includang second, Loot] 
note; Stipulated data, 
Alen sDep.; six lies.) 
BS. jFomthestol lowing: school yearn, 1969-—/0.,.8 theswBboara 
of Education transferred one small portion of the Hearst district, 
containing several white junior high school students, from Gordon 


back to Deal. 
(Malones ALTid.. parasowand 
attached map) 


Cy. The Board's Action in Moving Mann and 
HearsvemrromPtenesGordcone District 


Clo 7Onsdulys18 970 metneaboardrom cducation moved Mann 
and Hearst from the Gordon cluster to the Deal cluster, reversing 
the recommendation of the Acting Superintendent. 

C2.) They effect ormthesaction, plus! the small 1969 
change, is to totally abandon the line drawn by the 1968 Boundary 
Committee and approved by the Board. 

(Map attached to Malone 


Attia. Seerparas. 
B6 and B8 above) 
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C3. At the time it voted on this transfer, the Board 
had before it figures showing that the transfer would increase 
Deal from 108.8% of capacity to 113.78% and decrease Gordon 
Prom 101. 1 teton4 1355 m) 

(Allen Dep. Exhs. 4 and 
5; Motion.to}Enforcer 
EXHOeC3 @Boara Tr. ,ap.c0) 

CAM@tASBLt turnedjout in =factathis fall pecheseltecr 
of this transféeriwasttotincreasewpeal@trom PL266% to 114.3%, 
while Gordon was left at 84.6% capacity. 

(Movants Statistical 

Summary, based upon 

stipulated data, Allen 
im. Deptip. .b3<l4, Exheeen) 

C5. The racial breakdown of last year's 6th grade at 
Mann and Hearst was 37 white and 23 blacks butithesBoard 
anticipated that some of both these white and these black students 
would attend private schools this year. 

(On statistics, see Allen 
Pepeley clopdeyy ARS), Gsjeys aed 
andli2-eonhantacipationy 
Allen Dep.;, pp. 46) 

Coxe At thestimesoreltsesmiy 1799/0 transfer decision, 
the Board knew "we were talking about" "Upper Northwest" 
"Children of tairly high socio-economic pheveDn! 

(Alten Dep., 9D. 01) 

C7. Eighteen white and three black 7th graders from 
Mann and Hearst now attend Deal. 

(Submission of Defendants, 


OceGaa,) 1970;,.-paranG, 
CeemAllenw Dep. 7) pee U- te 
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C8. The following table shows the numbers of students, 
by race, at Gordon and Deal, as of October 22, OO. 
Negro Others Total 


Gordon Junior High School 


7Checr ade aa 191 85 (30.83) 276 
8th-9th Grades Pays 208 (44.2%) 471 
Totals | 454. 293 (39.18) 747 


Percent of Capacucy- Or 883 — 84.6% 


Alice Deal Junior High 


School 
7th Grade 258 2 JA oOuD Ss) 5 ee 
8th-9th Grades 388 A540. 05.5, 44-2) 869 
Totals 646 fists, (Gey sky Le 40n 


Percent of Capacity aye BE MeL Aloo 6 


(Movants Statistical 
Summary, based upon 
stipulateddata, Allen 
DED wep tel oes, @exia Lisle 
C9. For comparative purposes, the following table shows 
the same data except on the assumption that the 18 white and 


Beblack «thegqraders «rom Manneandmicarst were ateGordenr instead 


of Deal: 
Negro Others Tota 
Gordons JuniLom Haigh Scnool 
7th Grade 194 WOES Ato) 297 
8th-9th Grades (Unchanged) 263 208ai4 4223) Na 
Totals 457 3) ae 4.0. D)) 768. 


Percent of Capacity of 883 - 86.93% 


Alice Deal Junior High 


School 
7th Grade 2505 2502 150.124 St. 
8th-9th Grades (Unchanged) 388 481 (55.43%) 869 
Totalhe 643 137 (53.4%) lasev 


PercenG.OsmGalvact i motte 2o0— LZ. os 


(Ibid) 
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C10. In its decision to move Mann and Hearst from 
Gordon, the Board relied heavily upon the wishes of parents 
wreche schooledistrict eonteranesy as conveyed to the Board by 
the Ward representative on the Board. 


(Board Tr. pp. 81-3; 
Alven*Dep-~, “pp. 724-8). 


Cll. The Ward representative conceded his motivations 
were political, and he further suggested the parents concerned 
were influential, specifically mentioning the Congress. 

(Boa Goel Duo eee 48) 

Gi2> )inkdiscuss@igmnvsereasons for sending Mann and 
Hearst to Deal, ne reterred a lsomros Other areas, that 1 do not, wan 


COMSaye DUD LI Cu sy F ae 
isi@iswerel Mee, ela) 295, 


C13. The Mann-Hearst parents urge that their children 
Shouldmattend Deal on, thesgrouncdSsstiatewlta1secClLOSecretoOetnerrT 
home than is Gordon. 
(Gslelshmel Whi Gejek TisiAte yn! Tis 


Adilens Dep i, p>) 247 Alien 
Petterson eOc te 26 LOO) 


Cli4.") The Mannyscnoolwi sont y two-tenths of a mile 
further from Gordon than it is from Deal. eeree 1S). /5imie 
closerato Deal. On the¥other hand, West, a: primarily black 
elementary school clustered to Deal, is further from Deal than 
either Mann or Hearst are; West is also 1.7 miles closer to 
Macaw rand ds sie. Clam GCOmbod mmm OenNCI@ESCiOOlS@in tne ClLuUSter=pro-— 
Gvampare, further fromejunlOmeniohneschoolminto woilchatiey, are 
clustered than from other junior highs. 

(MaLOnewArTtid.,.poLam, 
ana map, attached thereta, 
on racial make-up of 


West, see Allen Dep., 
ioe sees.) 
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C15. The Mann-Hearst parents also state they seek to 
have their children attend Deal on the grounds that older siblings 


are at Deal or nearby Wilson High School. 


(Boards r.8 os LeeAnn 
Dep. p. 24; Allen letter 
OLaOCt eo Lo 0) 
- C16. The erences however, will wen thac new 7th 
graders with brothers and sisters already at Gordon and Western 
High School will not attend school with their siblings. 
(See Malone Affid. para 8) 
Cleese Ateleds law ilen Spaces to eae Ehisenon-Laciad 
grievance by the parents is “disingenuous, since the inconvenience 
they cited they had invited upon “arnt eee: by choosing”) out— 


of-district schools for their older children. 


(See Malone Affid. para 9 
Gu0ten1S LLOme zo Jer. 
Supp. gales pawl co 
respect to Mann parents 
tte 6) 
C18. The School Board transfer of Mann and Hearst 
was in part the result of Board consideration of what its 
President called "tremendous attending problems" at Gordon as 


the result of a large number of blacks bussed in "who are not 


Doepared eto gO theres 
(Allen Dep. p. 43) 


C19™ he sBoardivwasealsomawarerthat the transferred 


children were of higher socio-economic class. 


(ABEeCHEDeD atl mo moe 
p. 46) 


C20. The President of the School Board described the 
criteria generally used in establishing boundaries, as balancing 
overcrowding, balancing races in areas when possible and balancing 


socio-economic factors. 
(Allen Dep. 0.4.0) 
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CZ le ebUtcethicmemrerteOt, the transtier was 
(a) To move. children from an undercrowded 
to an overcrowded school. 
(b) To move whites from Gordon, now 39% white, 
to’ Deal which is now 54% white, and thus 
to decrease integration and racial balance 
at Gordon. 
(c) To move wealthy white children, at the 
behest of their parents, from a school 
with lower socio-economic standing to 
one with a higher standing. 
(SEenMOLvon —ClOeEnLOLce: 
Dara. 4,7, Allen Dep.7| 
po... 43 (unprepared, 
bussed=i1neblackooat 
Gordon) and 5) (etary ly 
high socio-economic 
revel, Of chridren 
transferred-- all 
concesning ee21...(c)) 7 
C22. The undercrowded condition of Gordon (85% of 
capacity) , exacerbated by the transfer of Mann and Hearst, will 
undoubtedly lead to transfers into Gordon from elsewhere, as was 
the case a year ago. 
: (Concerning..1969,. see 
Motionmeto ENnLorce;. onan, 
A, 2nd footnote) 
C23. (Except fom Gcorocn@angebeal, nom yunlocehigh 
school in the District has any substantial white enrollment 


(in 1969, none more than 8% and most were much lower). 


(Aiven pep.-bxn. / 107, 
Dowel G— ls) 


C242" Transferssintomindercapaci ty, Gordon will thererore 
have to come from Deal or from predominantly black junior high 
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C25. Such predominantly black junior highs could only 
be from Francis J. H. School (already at the very edge of its own 
zone) or from other junior high schools further from Gordon than 
either Mann or feektie: six. 

(See Map, Malone Affid. 
Spa eis. Z4y 

C2601 ferscUciead raters occurs, the result of the Schoo 
Board motion moving Mann and Hearst to Deal will have been to 
move whites out of Gordon (whose 7th grade is now only 31% white) 
and to move blacks in, in £heir stead. 

C27.. The- result will. .also- mean Pens whites 
may attend a school (Deal) somewhat nearer their homes, but that 
blacks will have to travel even further from their homes to 
Gordon. | 

C28. @TheiBoardpoterducationmclaims thatethesedevyiation 
from its boundary criteriabiscon! veg derminimis: 

(Allenelettersto Judge, 
OC mee OF ao. Ui ee aces 
Allen Depp sw 40-51) 

C29. The eighteen 7th grade whites on Mann and 

Hearst now at Gordon would, however, raise the number of whites 


at Gordon from 85 to 103, an increase of 21%. 


(Movants! Statistical 
Summary) 


C30. This change would increase the percentage of 
whites in Gordon's 7th gradeeLromes 0 on tO 14 7s. 
(1 bide) 
C31. This change would reduce the overcrowding at Deal 


and the undercrowding at Gordon. 
(ilepa he 9) 
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D. Notice of the School Board Meeting 


Dl. The Rules of the Board of Education state that the 
Board, upon receipt of a report from rene peer andent "involving 
major changes im the schoolmsystem, or the schools’ in any 
Particular scommunicy.. will give notice to “ante DUD Cea aby, 
damaidiiigq™ tO Organ 2eauclLizenedlOUDSied LapLeasteloedays sbesore 
a regular or special meeting designated to consider the 
recommendation; and further that representations may be made 
at "the designated public hearing meeting." 


(MOLUONS COP BNDLOrCce pv xbe 
Ds Allen, Dep... Exh. 14) 


D2. Whe adoptienesoftethe cluster: plan, sinvolving 
substantial boundary changeS,is such a major change. 

Docu ThesBoardbomnoticemotetne Wuly 7 719 7.0emeecting 
to the press did not identify the nature of recommendations; 
‘it gave no notice to interested organized citizen groups; and 
dt did noteprovidesanpopportunityeforu publicytosspeak on this 
topic. 

(Al ven= Dep. pp Lom oF, 
OG e el XSi 2-3): 
MOELONSLOFENLOLCe,. 
pare 7) 

D4. The defendants justify the transfer of Mann and 

Hearst in large part on the voice of the community concerned. 
(Boarders DD. co, 
SIP eCOt AL VenmlLeatie. 
TOV COUrteOLeOCUlE uy 
1970) 


DSeeeeThe BOsaTdmd.omnoOlmnOlowelts Own Rules» in deter = 


mining what community views were. 
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Bh.  COnNCLUSTONceO gr act 

El. In changing Mann and Hearst from Gordon, the Board 
of Education was aware of and responded to neighborhood brecanres 
to permit a small number of wealthy white children to escape from 
a school increasingly black, with numbers of them "not prepared 
to go there." 

(Quote is from Allen 
Depress) 

E2. In doing so, the Board accepted the views of the 
Ward representative based upon political considerations. 

E3. The Board was aware of the segregatory motives 
underlying the pressure for this transfer. 

E4. The reasons alleged for the neighborhood pressure 
are Hooton nana bases for Board action, particularly in view 
of the history of segregatory motives of the parents ee eS 
area and the extraordinary transfer here from an undercrowded 
to an overcrowded school. 

E5. Considerations of overcrowding, racial balance 
and socio-economic balance all argued against the transfer, 
but the Board laid these considerations aside on the grounds 
the numbers involved are small. 

(Riven Dep. pp. 41, 42, 
AeA Ae Oa en 
Vetter, co uvdge ,, OCG. 
Msi, ALS Mey isle vekaret dkies ye 5 
Vile Bad, 

EG. Undersea biachescurcumstances,, Llc Board anes bem 
held to have intended the move of wealthy white children from 
Gordon to Deal and the segregatory result. 


E7. Regardless of intent, the effect of the Board's 


action was segregatory and, as to the Movants, discriminatory. 


E8. In fact, the numbers, though absolutely small, 
would increase the number of whites at Gordon in the grade 
concerned by over one-fifth, an important fraction in a school. 
where there is an opportunity to maintain racial and socio- 


economic integration. 
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F9. The increase of. the white minority from 31 to 35% 
of the class eee Gordon will significantly aid Gordon to 
maintain its integrated condition. | 

E10. Although relying upon expressions of eC ee 
Opinion £orn its action, the Board failed to give the notice 
or hold the hearing required under its Rules which SETA LO TS 
enabled it to hear community opinion publicly, rather than 


privately, with advance knowledge to all of the issues. 


CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AWeeThis Courtis Ordersot June 19) .6196.7,, enjoined 
segregation and directed the submission of a pupil placement 
plan complying with the Court's section on REMEDY. 


(Hobson v. Hansen, 
DE Oe Mes iicy mea bo ed) 


be In its Remedy section the Court did not ban the 
neighborhood policy, but it held improper the use of that policy 
as an excuse for discrimination in pupil assignment, or aS a way 
to increase segregation or to avoid "maximum effective 
anteqration. © ; 
(260s SUupD ata Lo, 
CecmalsOnp ems l)25) 
c"...The fact that the Board believes in neighborhood 
schools for racially neutral reasons which alone suffice to explai 
the initiation and retention of that policy does not settle the 
matter; for these facts in.no way cancel the possibility that 
the Board has concurrently favored it for racial reasons which are 
forbidden. “If a validepurpocess seeunetacte)oO1ned by an outright 
segregatory purpose, the court has no doubt that a de jure case 


has been established." 
(269 F. Supp. at 418) 
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D. Boundary decisions made to permit white children 
to escape an increasingly sflevct school to a more nearly white 
school enhancing racial and See one conomic segregation Sgr: a 
segregatory purpose. . 

(269 F. Supp. at 406) 

E. When the School Board is aware of a segregatory 
purpose behind the stated basis for a boundary change and when 
the. stated reasons for such change are unconvincing, its 
passage of such a boundary change violates a decree against 
discrimination. 

(See, 269 FF esupp. 4477 
- 499-500) 

-F. When a School Board's rules require notice and 
hearing to the public, actions taken without adherence to those 
rules are illegal, particularly when the Board relies upon views 
of the community or public as an essential reason for its action. 

(BYVeEMR CO. Vv. ePererconly 
IEP Nahe SA ids (elk 
TOCS CLO MO) Pals see xe rer 
Accardi. Vis cheaughnescsy, 
BA BUSS. 22600 LUDA) 

G. When a School Board is under an injunction against 
racial or social discrimination, that injunction is oie cs 
when the Board takes a pupl. placementyaction the efrect of 
Whichwis to signisicantily iIncleascmscegregation. 

H. When relief enforcing that injunction by undoing 


the offending action will significantly aid integration, such 


relief should be ordered. 
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PROPOSED DECREE 


This cause came on to be heard on the Motion of 
Puchard, UeaStout,. ete alia, shown toncasthes Decree or wane 19, 1967, 
and after consideration thereof, it is hereby ORDERED, ADJUDGED 
ange DECREED jthats the Defendants, their successors, agents, 
officers, employees, and all those in active concert and 


participation with them, be and they hereby are enjoined from: 


1. Transferring or assigning the areas of Horace 
Mann and Phoebe Hearst Elementary Schools, or either of them, 
to the Alice Deal Junior High School area, for the purposes of 
pupil placement, whether as part of the Alice Deal roniae High 
SCnOO le Cluster Or OLNeUW icorses nce i on 

2... implementangmorecarryingsour the decision, of the 


Board of Education on July 1, 1970, to accomplish the same. 


fs i Alan ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that, on 
or before December 13, 1970, Defendant Members of the Board ene 
Education file with this Court and serve upon the Movants a 
plan for the prompt transfer to and placement in corer Junior 
High School of those seventh grade students who formerly attended 
Horace Mann and Phoebe Hearst Elementary Schools and who are now 


at Alice Deal Junior High School. 
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CERDEP IERIE COPP SERVICE 


I, Stephen B. Ives, she certify that on November. 23, 
197.0) autrie copy OLrsticmwithinmeroposedukhindings of Pact, 
Conclusions os Ja AnGl Dasace and also of the Memorandum of 
Movantsy shicharvda.. Stoney eteate, anesupport of Motion to Enforce 
Decree were left at the office of Matthew J. Mullaney, Jr., 
tome, Attorney for Defendants, District Building, 14th and E 
Streets, Washington, D. C. 20004, with some person having charge 
thereof, and copies of the same were sent by first class mail, 
postage prepaid, to Peter F. Rousselot, Esquire, Attorney for 
Plaintiffs, 815 Connecticut Avenue, N. W., Washington, D. C. 20006; 
Don R. Allen, Esquire, Attorney for Intervenors Mr. and Mrs. | 
William Bennett, 1775 K Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 20006; 
Tohns A. Bleveans, Attorney tor Elizabeth A Budd, et re eee aOR S 


PS tieoL Cee eN «a Wa; Washington, | D.8G.ee20005. 


Stephens. Eves ur. 
Attorney for Movants 
Richarcs se olLOuL , ClLraleone 
1320 Nineteenth Street, N. W. 
Wasting ton aD emcee 20036 
(202) 96-2121 
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Dist RIC LT OF COMUMBIA 


H 
| 
UNITED Mi womeyLs | RiCT COURT | 
Julius W. Hobson, individually 
and on behalf of Jean Marie 
Hobson and Julius W. Hobson 
82-66 


Civil Action No. 


Plaintiffs, 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 


FOR MOVANTS' MOTION TO 
Carl F. Hansen, Superintendent 
of the Schools of the District of 
Columbia, the Board of Education 
OrthesDistrict of Columbia wetral- 


CIT FehORS CONTEMPT hOR 
FAIDURE TO OBEY JUDGMENT 


Defendants, ON BEHALF OF SP ERSONS NOT 
Mr. & Mrs. William Bennett, 
individually and on behalf of 
Anthony Garrison and Lynn 
Garrison, and Mrs. Valerie Alen, 
individually and on behalf of Signe 
Ann Allen, represented by Donald 
Ro Alien,, Esquire, L2008 Tower 
Building. Washingtonm = Giec0005, 
Tel. 638-6474, 


PAR TIMES PURSUANT TOCRULE 


NO S(O STH bb ble Rade 


RULES» OF \CIVIL PROCEDURE. 


eee ee sie eee aes esas aes ees ees 


Movants. 


1. Movants are students and parents of students in the Fillmore 


Elementary Schools 25thiand oaotreeto. INOW aWashinoton,. OG ec 0we 


a. Some of the Movants are voluntarily bused each day across 
the District of Columbia from Anacostia to Fillmore School in 
order to comply with the judgment entered herein June 19, 1967, 
which ordered the Defendants to stop discriminating against 
certain students because of their race or economic status and 
which also ordered Defendants to bus volunteering students from 
overcrowded schools east of Rock Creek Park to underpopulated 
schools west of the Park. 


b. The Fillmore School initiated an aiteér=school enrichment 
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program in November of 1969 to enhance its educational program 
and has depended on money and help from both the Defendants 
and private individuals to support the program, 

c. Defendants refused to continue to provide free late bus 
transportation home to participating bused students including 
Movants on March 16, 1970, thereby preventing them from 
taking parte tne chricument program, 

d. Movants therefore seek enforcement ie the order of June 19, 
1967, and an end to this unlawful and unconstitutional discrimina- 
tion. 

2. Defendants have failed to comply with an order of the Court. Based 
upon the facts set forth in Movants' Motion and in wate of the judgment rendered 
bysthe Courtyonw UnecELy; 1967, Defendants are in violation of a permanent 
injunction and order of the Court, Hobson v. Hansen, 269 F. Supp. 401 (To Guys 
and have deprived Movants of their Constitutional rights to equal protection 
and due process of law, Bolling v. Sharpe, 347 U.S. 497 (1954). 

3. The Court may punish a party who disobeys its order. Rule No. 70 
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provides for holding a party in con- 
tempt for failure to comply Withyanysorcet Olathe: GOUT, 

4, The Court may punish a civil contempt by coersion and fine. Tiie 
Court may, if it finds the Defendants guilty of civil contempt, impose judicial 
sanctions for either or both of two purposes: to coerce the Defendant into 
compliance with the Court's order, and to compensate the complainant for 
losses sustained, United States v. United Mine Workers of America, 330 
US) 9258, 303, 304 (1946): 

5, Movants are authorized to seek enforcement of the Court's order, 
Rule No. 71 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure authorizes any person 


not a party to an action to seek enforcement of and obedience to an order of 


the Court by the same process as if he were a party. Farmers' Loan and 
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WpeusteGon ve Chicapoyand Aye nye Co.g 44. 653 (wih Gire 1890), United 


States v. Hackett (W. D. Mos 1954) 123 F. Supp. 104, Woods v. O'Brien, 
78 F. Supp. 221 (D. Mass. 1948). Movants, being students and parents of 
students who are bused and who are attending ''receiving" schools and in 

whose favor the judgment of the Court herein was rendered, are "persons" 


within the meaning of the judgment rendered herein and Rule No. 71, United 
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BRRETERE erie sneecies 
Attorney for Movants 
1200 Tower Building 
WesoinglOn wD eG eu c0005 
Tel. 638-6474 
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UND EDRo TALES DISTRICY COURT. 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS HOBSON, et al., 


Plaintiffs, 


ee he ee 


MRS. ELIZABETH A. BUDD 
PU3"Galveston Street, S. W:., 
Apartment 103 
Washingf£on,ebD. 4c. 


BOBBIE JEAN CREQUE 
PSe2RLrVINGLCONeotreet yo ew, 
Apartment 2A 
Washington, D. C. 


MR. VERRANO A. D. FENWICK 
49 Galveston Street, S. W., 
Apartment 102 
Washington nD .ac. 


ALFONSO L. LOVE 
108 Galveston Street, S. W., 
Apartment 202 
Washington, .D-)C. 


MRS. DOROTHY M. MINOR 
121 Galveston Street, S. W., 
Apartment 202 
Washington, D. C. 


KATHY L. SCHRADER 
134 Irvington Street, S. W., 
Apartment lA 
Washington, -D. CG. 


MR. LaVERT C. SEABRON 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., 
Apartment A-602 
Washington, D. C. 


MRS. CAROLYN J. SMITH 
54>Galveston Street, S.. W., 
Apartment 102 
Washington, .aG. 


MRS. NORMA B. SMITH 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., 
Apartment B-306 
Washing ton,eD "Cc. 


WILLIAM H. SMITH. 
64 Galveston Street, S. W., 
Apartment 301 
Washington, D. C. 


MRS. FRANCES B. WILLIAMS 


TOSP Darrington Streeu,) S.owW.t, 


Washington, ~D..C. 
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MRS ce Y NNGe Ss. WOOLEY 
4660 Nichols Avenue, SS. W., 
Apartment A-801 
Washington, D. C. 


and 
BEVERLY A. WODDS 
LO0e@GalvestonvStrect pAgoe., 
Apacumenter—. 
Washington; eDaecs 
Applicants for Intervention 
Vie 


CARTWE = HANSEN, Cteal.;, 


a et 


Defendants. 


MOTION TO INTERVENE 


eee bachpOreciuc above named applicants for intervention 
is the parent of one or more elementary school children who are 
scheduled to attend either Patterson school or Leckie school 
during the 1970-71 school year. | 

2. As appears from the’ annexed “sectaererer Complaint in 
Intervention, and as is elaborated in the annexed Memorandum 
of Points and Authorities, the rights of <perel school children 
to be fies of racially and economically discriminatory practices 
in =the District of Columbia public school system, in accordance 
with the Decree of June 19, 1967 in this action, are threatened 
by proposed action of the School Board. 

3. This is a proceeding to enforce and secure com- 
pliance with the Decree of June 19, 1967. Each applicant for 
intervention has an interest in securing compliance with such 
decree for the benefit of his or her minor children above 
described. 

| 4. Each of the applicants for intervention is advised 
and believes that sshve adoption of the proposed boundary line form- 


ula will deprive their minor children of their constitutional rights. 
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Such deprivation of constitutional rights is more fully described 
in the Motion for Preliminary Injunction and the Memorandum of 
Points and Authorities filed herewith. Each such applicant for 
intervention i further advised and believes that a "feeder 
approach," under which the schools are paired with children 
attending kindergarten and grades 1, 2 and 3 at the Patterson 
school oe kindergarten and grades 4, 5 and 6 at the Leckie school, 
will protect the constitutional rights of their children. 


Respectfully submitted, 


John A. Bleveans 
Washington Lawyers' Committee 
for Civil Rights) UndereLaw 
LO25R LOcCheSCLeSCt aN swe 


Washington, D. C. 20005 
(202) 659--8895 


ECL (Oe Woaeise) apse 
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering: 
900 1L7theStrect; NN. WwW. 
Washington, D. C. 20006 
(202) 296-8800 


Of Counsel: 


Edward B. Webb, Jr. 
SOUR VitheStrect aN .ewW. 
Washington, D. C. 20006 
(202) 296-8800 
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July 29, 1970 


UN DEED eo ea EowDlISTRICT. COURT 
FOR] THESDISTRICTIOF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS HOBSON, et al., 


Mrs. Elizabeth A. Budd 

LL3) Galveston Street, S.-W. 
Apartment 103 

Washington, eD.C 73220032 


Bobbie Jean Creque 

PS 2eErVINndctonysclLrect, eo<Wie 
Apartment 2A 

Washinocon, a) .c. 


Me eVerrano A.D. Fenwick 
49 Galveston Street, S.W. 
Apartment 102 

Washington, D.C. 


Alfonso L. Love 

108 Galveston Street, S.W. 
Apartment 202 

Washington, D.C. 


Mrs. DOorothyeM. eMinor 

121 Galveston Street, S.W. 
Apartment 202 

Washington, D.C. 


KatnivebeeechLader 

TSAR EViINgGcCOneot leet, mo... 
Apartment 1A 

Washington, D.C. 


Mremeliavertac. soealLon 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S.W. 
Apartment A-602 
Washington, bec. 


Mrs. sGCarosynyd-somith 

54 Galveston Street, S.W. 
Apartment 102 

Washington, D.C. 


Mrs. Norma B. Smith 

4660 Nichols Avenue, S.W. 
Apartment B-306 
Washington, D.C. 


Plaintiffs, 
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Civil Action 82-66 
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William H. Smith 

64 Galveston Street, S. We 
Apartment 301 

Waspanoton, +). Ch 


Mrs. Frances B. Williams 
103 Darrington Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC ais 


Mrs. Lynnes.S.iWoLaset 

4660 Nichols Avenue, S.W. 
Apartment gA—80 I 
Washington, D.C. 


Beverly A. Wodds 
100 Galveston Street, S.W. 


Apartment T-1 
Washington, D.C. 


Applicants for Intervention 
VF 


CARL F. HANSEN, et al., 
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Defendants. 


MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
IN ,SUPPORE, OF EMOTION .TORINTERVENE “OF 
MRS. ELIZABETH A. BUDD, BOBBIE JEAN 
CREQUE, MR. VERRANO A. D. FENWICK, 


ALFONSO. LOVE REIMRS:. (DOROTHY M es 


MINOR seKATHY $5 SCHRADER MR ULAVERT 
C .) SBABRON AcMRS GAROLYN, JAS SMITH, 
MRS. NORMA B. SMITH, WILLIAM H. SMITH, 
MRS. FRANCES B. WILLIAMS, MRS. LYNNE 
S.5 WOLET),« BEVERGY® A. aWODDS 


This memorandum is submitted in support of a motion by 


the parents of certain school children to intervene in this pro- 


ceeding as a matter of right. 

This case is now before the Court on the Amended 
Motion For Further Relief And For Enforcement Of The Decree 
of June 19,7. 196/..6 DheebecweecmiobsSonsvassiansen, 206 P. Supp. 
401° (D.D.C. ob9.6/ svenjoinedweracitalftand economic: discrimination 
in the operation of the District of Columbia schools. the 
decree was based in part upon the finding that per-pupil 


expenditure in the predominantly black schools was $100 less 
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than the per-pupil expenditure in the mredominantly white 
schools and in those schools west of Rock Creek Park. [269 
F. Supp. at 496.] The CrlainaL plaintiff therein, now seeks 
to equalize the per-pupil expenditure within ther ULletr. ce OL 
Columbia School System. The applicants, for intervention seek 
to eee such equalization with respect to two schools Tiree 


particular area Of stheicuty,- 


A. hese parents seeking to intervene in this action meet the 


These parents seeking to interven: 
requirements of Rule 24. 

The rights of parents to intervene in this proceeding 
have already been established. The Court of Appeals, in Smuck 
PE OnSona lS 2. Sem ADD ems Come ue me O.ces 6 175 (1969), treated 
AgMOtLLON OL similar parent intervenors in detail fashion. The 
court stated: | 


If barriers are needed to limit extension of 
the right to intervene, the criteria of prac- 
tical harm to the applicant and the adequacy 
of representation by others are better suited 
to the task. If those requirements are met, 
the nature of his 'anterest' may play a role 
in determining the sort of intervention which 
should be allowed .. .- 


Both courts and legislatures have recognized 

as appropriate the concern for their children's 
welfare which the parents here seek to protect 
by intervention . -- -; 


Rule 24(a) as amended requires not that the 
applicant would be ‘bound! by a judgment in 
the action, but only that ‘disposition of the 
action may as a practical matter impede his 
ability to protect that ryreVestUs miu eel naced 
the very premise for the intervenors' attack 
on the trial court decision Ls that school 
authorities can exercise wide discretion 
without encountering affirmative constitutional 
duties or negative prohibitions. late App.41D.C. 
3770 4088 bo ode are OU as 1) 
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ot be adequately represented by others -- the court said: 


Sees T hesburcensi15) Onethcee fopposing 
intervention to show the adequacy of the 
existing representation." . . . The school 
board represents all parents within the 
District. The intervening appellants have 
more parochial interests centering upon the 
education of their own children. (At App. 
DC oye OOM te mc cara |) 


= ALS 
nd regarding the remaining requirement -- that the applicant 


f-hus, it is well recognized that parents of children attending 
r scheduled to attend the Patterson Elementary School have 
sufficient interest in the composition of the school to support 


* 
intervention. 


Moreover, none of the relief sought by the amended 
otion For Further Relief And For Enforcement Of Decree pre- 


sently before the Court is applicable specifically to the 


be“ore the Court has made allegations with respect to those 
schools like those contained in the proposed Complaint 2m 
Intervention. 

Secondly, the disposition of the main aAGlTOCn BehuoOLce. 
ment of the prior judgment) would clearly have an effect upon 
these students. As alleged in the proposed Complaint in Inter- 
vention, the per-pupil expenditures at the new Leckie School 
with its superior facilities will be in excess of the per-pupil 
outlay for the Patterson students. Under the boundary plan, the 
sixth grade students scheduled to attend the Patterson School 


will not have a chance to attend the new Leckie School, 


*/ Hobson v. Hansen, 132 U.S. App. Oe Sih Ce sl ay as 


Patterson or Leckie schools, and none of the parties presently 
iiider Teta, DOES = 
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and will thus be denied their constitutional right to attend 
racially and economically integrated schools. For them, it is 
clearly the last chance. 

Thirdly, these plaintiffs are not adequately repre- 
sented by plaintiff Hobson et al.*/ Under the amended Rule 24, 
the focus is upon "the burden on those opposing intervention | 
to show the adequacy of the existing representation and chepneecd 


forsarliuberalmapplacationein favor of PermulcLnqwintervenclon. aisy) 


Relief And For Enforcement Of Decree presently before the Court 
is applicable specifically to the Patterson or Leckie Schools, 
and none of the parties presently before the Court has made 
allegations with respect to those schools like those contained 
in the RreosaceCone Taine in Intervention. As to these parents, 


None of the relief sought by the amended Motion For Further 
Hobson owes no special consideration nor did the School Board, 


as the Court of Appeals stated in the prior appeal.***/ Moreover, 


as that Court intimated, the uniqueness of the situation is like- 


— 


wise persuasive for intervention. 


A /eeWhiilerit is atrue = thatetiemsinitcial. complaint, was) filed.on 
behalf of black and economically disadvantaged children in the 
District of Columbia, that action was directed primarily toward 
the elimination of the track system and its harmful effects. 
Judge Wright stated@inghvoepii Ome oDIN1 On, 2096. soUDD sd ta 0 
“Toucorrectthe raciadmandseconomic, discrimination,found, aneche 
operation, of the DistrictmofecoLumo Tae pubDLICeSChoOls syStem, atic 
court has issued a decree attached to its opinion ordering: 
1. An injunction against racial and economic discrimination in 
thespublicsschool systemshere sm 20% Abolition of thestract 
| 
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xkx/ "While they cannot of course ask the Board to favor their 
children unconstitutionally at the expense of others, they like 
other parents can seek the adoption of policies beneficial to 
their own children." Hobson v. Hansen, 132.U.S. App. D.C. 37/2 
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The alternative of bringing a new suit would featioey 
increase the burden on the overcrowded court docket. = ih icmas 
especially persuasive since the main action concerns ina 
general manner the very OE these parents raise regarding 
two schools. To initiate another action in the same court 


where the matter has previously been treated in a general 


a command of the problems that beset the D.C. School System 


is surely impractical judicial administration. 


manner and when the previous court*/ has ably demonstrated | 
B. Intervention by these parents is necessary and proper under 
the circumstances and in order to ensure that the constitutional | 
TightssoL thei rvechildrens vos acraviyeand economically integrated 
school a:2 protected. 

The course which the D.C. School Board is likely to 
follow in the future regarding the boundary for attendance at 
the Leckie School cannot be predicted. However, the past action 
of the School Board concerning boundaries for the Leckie School 
may be summarized as follows: 

The Madeline Leckie Elementary School was built to 
ameliorate the overcrowding at W. B. Patterson Elementary 
School; Leckie w:s completed in the spring Opel 0. Patterson 
has a capacity of 800 and a 1969-70 enrollment of 1300. The 
Leckie School is typical of the new modernly designed schools 
in the nation. The edifice has a capacity for 800 students, 


a nurses' station, cafeteria, and a gymnasium, attributes 


which are sorely Jackingsatmeatterson. 
See nena acne COREE Upp EZO TEND. D.C.u 1967) 5 
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The present enrollment of Patterson Elementary School 
is comprised of all elementary age school students who reside 
within an area bounded by Overlook Avenue, S.W., on the east 


and Oxen Run on the west and those students from Anacostia 


Naval Station and Bolling Air Force Base. Most of these students 


from the military installations are white. As a result the 
Presents racial uratlomi Ss savOUuGe) 5—2oNblack—-white, 

During the spring of 1969, the Superintendent of 
Schools appointed a committee (hereinafter Committee of 21) of 
Leckie School area residents including representatives from 
the Anacostia Naval Station and Bolling Air Force Base and 
a Mr. Talbert from the Superintendent's office to recommend 
to him boundaries for the new Leckie School. The Committee of 
21 proposed cee all children residing north of Elmira Street 
would attend Leckie and those south of Elmira erreen would 
avtendsPatterson.. gine Stmande2ndsqrada pups miromathe 
military eee ouie attend the Congress Heights Annex; all 
other pupils from the Naval Base would attend Leckie and all. 
ines pupils from the Air Force Base would attend Patterson. 
The report of the Committee of 21 proposing the Elmira Street 
boundary line was met with some dissatisfaction by other members 
of the community, namely the plaintiffs herein and the Patterson 
PTA Boundary Committee. Nevertheless, the Superintendent 
forwarded (with his recommendation) the report of the Com- 
mittee of 21 to the Board of Education. 

Prompted by the efforts of the Patterson PTA Boundary 
Committee, the School YORE Geter: no action on the boundaries 
for Leckie enrollment at its meeting of June 17, 1970 but 


referred the matter to Rev. Coates, Ward Representative, to 
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receive further community sentiment. That sentiment is to be 
received as the result of a vote on the proposed boundary plan 
at a mecting under the auspices of the Superintendent and 

Rev. Coates to be held on July 20% 1970. That vote will not 
be binding upon the Board of Education. 

The plaintiff intervenors assert that the proposed 
boundary line is arbitrary, divides the community, and will 
result in a serious racial and economic imbalance in the com- 
eos ition of the Patterson and Leckie schools. The proposed 
plan as recommended by the Committee of Zdoessnot have *the 
interest of the community nor that of the educational needs 
of the students as motivating factors. The arbitrary boundary 
line of Elmira Street unnecessarily and invidiously divides 
the residents of apartments and those of single family dwell- 
ings with the latter attending the new Leckie School and the 


former attending the older Patterson School. The impact of 


such discrimination is likely to have a serious. effect upon the 


children assigned to Patterson. This Court in the prior deci- 
sion stated, "The age of a school building is a factor in 
obsolescence and generally a criterion of safety and service." 
(269 F.Supp. at 431)" -Specifically “the court concluded (at 


406): 


‘1... Racially and socially. homogeneous schools 
damage the minds and spirit of all children 
who attend them -- the Negro, the white, the 
poor and the affluent -- and block the atvain— 
ment of the broader goals of democratic educa- 
tion, whether the segregation occurs by law or 
bYyetact. 
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2. The scholastic achievement of the dis- 
advantaged child, Negro and white is strongly 
related to the racial and socio-economic com- 
position of the student body Cit hems cliOG lami. a mee 
(Empahsis added) 


These findings of fact make it imperative that a like condition 


be specifically not allowed to develop. 

Under the proposed Elmira Street boundary formula, 
the students from Bolling Air Force Base will be bussed from 
the base to Patterson Elementary School. Leckie is much closer 
and on a more direct route from the base than is Patterson. 

Thus, the bussing of the students from Bolling Air Force Base 
to Patterson and to Leckie is not realistic. Clearly, Leckie 
is the nearer school for these children. In addition to 

the increased safety hazard, it is not likely that parents 

of these students will accept the bussing of their children 
to the older, more distant Patterson Elementary School on the 
basis of a boundary line formula, which in fact would place 
them within the area of attendance for the Leckie Sahel. 
Should either these parents pursue actions to have their children 
attend Leckie or the parents of those students now attending 
parochial schools choose to enter them in Leckie, the enroll- 
ment in Leckie would be approximately 95% white and that of 
Patterson, 99% black. 

The Elmira boundary line formula would, if implemented, 
this year foreclose some of the sixth graders from any opportunity 
of attcnding the Leckie School. Several cases in the South have, 
on the basis of the same character of irreparable injury, re- 
quired that immediate action be taken to forestall such injury. 


Green v. County School Board, 391 U.S. 430, 439 (1968), Alexander 


ve Holmes County Board yotebducation,, 396° U.S. 19°.(1969), 
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Dowell v. Board of Education, 396 U.S. 269 (1969). Although 
the impact of these cases is directed toward the "immediate" 
operation of a unitary school system, the underlying rationale 
that one day's attendance in an unconstitutionally constituted 


school is applicable herein. 
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July 29, 1970 


UNEZEDSSTATES DESL RECT COURT 
FOR, THE, DISTRICTVOR COLUMBIA 


JULLUS HOBSON, etual.), 


Mrs. Elizabeth A. Budd 
113° Galveston Street, S.W. 
#103 

Washing tons. Ds eCe ) 20052 
Bobbie Jean Creque 

TSeZ LrVIngcton oltreet, oe. 
ApieezA 

Washington, D.C. 


Mr. Verrano A. D. Fenwick 
49 Galveston Street, S.W. 
#102 
Washington, D. C. 


Alfonso L. Love 

108 Galveston Street, S.W. 
#202 

Washington, O.7c. 


Mrs. Dorothy M. Minor 

121 Galveston Street, S.W. 
#202 
Washinocton, eb asc. 


Ugehelahy tina (eyelsbetstsliche 

Tea Trving tonto erceu, =o. V. 
Apt. 1A 

Washingron, O.nc. 

Mr se bavert.C. eseavpron 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S.W. 
Api A602 

Washington, D. C. 


Mrs. Carolyn J. Smith 

54 Galveston Street, S.W. 
Aiea 2 

Washington, D. C. 


Mrs. Norma B. Smith 

4660 Nichols Avenue, S.W. 
RGterB=306 

Washington,, onc. 
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William H. Smith ) 
64 Galveston Street, S.W. ) 
Apt. 30d ) 
Washingion ,~gD.8.G. ) 
) 

Mrs. Frances B. Williams ) 
103 Darrington Street, S.W. ) 
WaShington, a) mice : ) 
) 

Mrs. Lynne S. Wolff ) 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S.W. ) 
1Nonwippeu asked ) 
Wastinogtoi al) .mc ) 
. ) 
Beverly A. Wodds ) 
100 Galveston Street, S.W. ) 
ADD aL ) 
WaSieL not Oni Dw Ce ) 
) 

) 

Applicants for Intervention ) 
) 

Vie ) 

| ) 

CARL F. HANSEN, et al., ) 
) 
) 


Defendants. 
‘ COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 


COMES NOW Mrs. Elizabeth A. Budd, et al., and allege 
that: 

1. Each of the above named plaintiffs in sgh esee 
vention is a parent of- one or more elementary school children 
who are scheduled to attend either the W. B. Patterson Elemen- 
tary School or the Madeline Leckie Elementary School during the 
1970-71 school year. 

2. The Patterson Flementary School is typical of the 
old schools presently in use in the District. It has a capacity 
for 800 students and its enrollment for the 1969-70 school term 
was 1,300 students. To ameliorate the overcrowding of Patterson 


the Madeline Leckie School was built within the same school 
district - it Wwasecomplereds | naticwsprongeore.o /0 eeethe neerie 
School has 4 .capaci tyverorss00estudents andais eens OLecthc 
new modernly designed school facilitics in the nation, It has 


a nurses station, a cafeteria, and a gymnasiun, attributes 
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which are. solely deficient at Patterson. The present enrollment 
of Patterson Elementary School is comprised of all elementary 
age school students who reside within an area bounded by Overlook 
Avenue, S. W., on the east and Oxén Run on the west and those 
students from Anacostia Naval Station aero Air Force Base. 
Most of these children from, the military installations are white. 
As a result the present racial ratio is about 75-25-black-white. 
The per pupil expenditure at the new Leckie School will be well 
imeexcesseot the perme pup mmOULLaysatetnesrattverson: oChOoOn, 

Fee PUuLSUant eLOmcneeODLEGaALlONs Ou tic School Board 
of the District of Columbia to fix the boundaries for the 
enrollment of students at the different schools in the aerate, 
plans were made in early spring of 1969 concerning the enrollment 
of the new Leckie School. The Superintendent of Schools appointe 
a committee including representatives from the Patterson community, 
the military bases and a Mr. Talbert from his office to recommend 
to hima meococed formula for the composition of the Leckie 
Patterson schools. The committee recommended that the dividing 
line run east and west on Elmira Street with those Sigeca 
residing north of Elmira scheduled to attend the Leckie School 
and those residing south of Elmira Street scheduled to attend 
Patterson School; those children from the military bases in grade 
1 and 2 to attend the Congress Heights Annex}; all ‘othern.chaldren 
from the Anacostia Naval Base to attend Leckie; and all other 
children from the Bolling Air Force Base to attend Patterson. 
The letter from the Acting Superintendent of Schools, Benjamin 
J. Henley, to the Board of Education recommending the proposed 
boundary formula for the Leckie Elementary School is annexed here- 
LOnaSerxHiBLigA. 

4, Prompted by expressions of dissatisfaction with 
the proposed boundary formula for the Leckier:school bysetiic 


Plaintiffs herein, and the Patterson Parent-Teachers Association, 
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the School Board of the District of Columbia on June ie 1970, 
referred the boundary issue to Rev. eneces. Ward representative, 
formaAuturtieneexubesci onset community sentiment. An excerpt 
from thes transcript sort lemsocnoo lmpoardes meeting ol June sh], 
1970 is annexed hereto as EXHIBIT B. Under the auspices of 

Rev. Coates and a representative from the Superintendent's 

of fice, wan adv isOLryeeLeCcelousis Ne fale) 1eKoUKel Coker Shee Ae MES IAN) sue) 
ascertain the "sentiment" of the community residents regarding 
the boundary formula. This election is advisory only and will 
not be binding on the school board. 

5. Establishing and implementing the proposed 
boundary line will divide the community ip akas homogeneous 
TGOUDS eric eee majority of those children residing 
south of the Elmira Street boundary and scheduled to attend 
Patterson reside in apartment buildings; almost all of those 
cha ldren «residing, nortn ope cie Elmira Street boundary who would 
aC atel the new Leckie School occupy erie family residences. | 
Consequently, the implementation of the proposed Elmira Street 
boundary would constitute an economic Gvscrvimi nats onwin elie 
composition of the Patterson and Leckie Elementary Schools. 
The effects of the proposed boundary line plan are described 
in fact sheets prepared by the plaintiffs in intervention and 
the Patterson Parent-Teachers Association Boundary Committee 
annexed hereto as EXHIBIT C. 

626 LouGEpLescen. racial ratio at the Patterson Elemen- 


tary School is approximately 75-25, black-white. The majority 


of the white students reside at the nearby military installation. 


Under the proposed Elmira Street boundary, the students from 


Bolling Air Force Base would be bussed beyond Leckie to 
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Patterson, There are, in addition- approximately 200 white 
Snelenie from the military bases that attended and were bussed 
to private schools during the 1969-70 school year. At the 
present time, no funds are available for the bussing of these 
students during the 1970-71 term, and“these parents may choose 
to have their children enrolled in Leckie. Such a course would 
Clearly establish a racial imbalance in the Patterson-Leckie 
Schools. 

7. AS an atlernative to the propsed Elmira Street 
boundary, plaintiffs in intervention have proposed that the 
Patterson and Leckie Schools be paired and that all students 
ern the combined Patterson-Leckie Schoo l@disthicteborgrven 
the opportunity to attend both schools. That proposal con- 
templates that students in the kindergarten and in grades 1, 2 
and 3 would attend the Patterson School and that students in 
kindergarten and in grades 4, 5 and 6 oud attend the Leckié 
School. The "feeder approach" and the effects of the proposed 
boundary line plan are described in fee Sheets prepared by 
the plaintiffs in intervention and the Pattersons Paven to teacherss 
Association Boundary Committee annexed hereto as EXHIBIT Ce 

8. WHEREFORE, the plaintiffs: in intervention pray 
that ocaltenineray ana permanent injunctions be issued enjoining 
the School Board from establishing and implementing the Elmira 


Street boundary line for the enrollments of the Patterson-Leckie 
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EXHIBIT A 


Cea 


PUB. =~ SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COL. BIA 
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS ff / 
PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 
418 - 12TH STREET, WN. W.: 
WASHINGTON, PD. C. 20004 


June Ll /5 1970 


To the Board of Education 
Of thes Distrurcte orecolumpre 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 
SUBJECT: LECKIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BOUNDARIES 


The new Madeline Leckie Elementary School will open-in September. 
In preparing for its opening the school administration initiated procedures 
for the establishment of school boundaries. | r 


Mr. James L. Talbert, Director of Administration for Elementary 
Schools, held preliminary meetings with citizens of the Leckie School area 
and Elementary School officials in the spring of 1969 to begin planning 
the boundaries for the new Madeline Leckie School. 


The citizens indicated that thev wanted to set up a committee of 
community people incivding revreseptaiives Chom Cue wililaiy tietailaticnus 
and plan the boundaries themselves. They felt that the school represen- 
tative should serve as a consultant and Mr. Talbert agreed to serve in this 


CapacEcy.. 


The Boundary Committee met several times and considered several different 
proposals: 


ihe That Patterson School should house grades kindergarten 
through three and that the Leckie School house a kindergarten 
and grades four, five and six. 


(de That the boundary line run north and south or parallel to 
South Gapitol Terrace. 


Sie That the boundary line run east and west through Elmira 
Street. 


b. That the boundary line run east and west through Danbury 
Street, 


The Committee settled on proposal 3 and gave the people on Danbury 
Strect the privilege of voting to determine the school which their chaldzcn 
would attend. As a result of this vote the children on Danbury strect 


would attend the Leckie School. Thus, plan 3a is the official boundary line. 
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ee ee 
To the Board of Education 
Of ithe wDrstisct of Columbia e- 2 June 17, 1970 


The Boundary Committee presented its proposal to Elementary School 
officials in the "Board" room at the Presidential Building on Pebricdcyec. 
1970, and these proposals which were accepted included the following points: 


1, That all lst and 2nd Grade pupils from the service bases attend 
the Congress Heights Annex. 


2. eihateal leothern spun tes trommtine. Naval Base attend the Leckie 
school 


3. That all other pupils from the Air Force Base attend Patterson 
School. 


Following this presentation questions were raised by some citizens in 
the community which indicated dissatisfaction with the boundaries as recom- 
mended by the Boundary Committee. These citizens proposed that: . 

The Patterson School house grades kindergarten through three and that 
the Leckie School house a kindergarten and grades 4, 5 and 6. 


They suggested that the boundary as recommended by the committee 
divided the comnunity into two sections in such a way that the more affluent 
area was assigned to the Leckie School while the less afflucnt area was 


awaand nanan Al 5 ClkhaA TmaS som eaeaas Mabhanu 


The Acting Superintendent has met- with the representatives of these 
two groups several times and has toured the area twice. 


He believes that the procedures of the Board of Education have been~ 
followed and that the boundaries as proposed by the Boundary Committee do 
not divide the community into two distinctly different socioeconomic levels. 


The Acting Superintendent recommends that the boundaries set up by the 
Boundary Comnittee be approved by the Board of Education, 


Respectfully submitted, 
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: Ben jain Je ee 
Acting Superintendent of Schools 
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QUESTIONS 


What is the plan? 


How much community 
support has this plan? 


What are the educational 
advantages of this plan? 


What are the adminis- 
trative advantages of 
this plan? 


Are there any natural 
boundaries or dangerous 
thoroughfares between 
schools? 


Will the racial balance 
existing at Patterson 
School be maintained? 


Will peer group relation- 
ships be destroyed? 


Will kindergarten 
facilities be available? 


What will be the effect 
on the community? © 


What are the socio- 
economic and psycho- 
logical affects of 
this plan? 


What effect will Bolling 
Air Force Base elementary 
School have upon Leckie 
School? 


EXHIBITS C 


Proposal to unite 2 area elem- 
entary schools into one educa- 
tional complex, housing K,1,2,3 
in Patterson and K,3,4,5 in 
Leckie. 


Five members of the Patterson 
P.T.A. Boundary Committee, 
clearly identified with this 
plan, were elected in May, 1970 
to 5 of the 6 elected offices 
of the P.T.A., which has a 
membership of over 500. 


Makes special features at Leckie 
(reading clinic, library, 
cafeteria, nearby playground), 
available to all children in 
the community. 


Avoids duplication of staff 
and equipment. 


No. Safety factors are the 
Same under both plans, 


Yes, the ratios of white and 
non-white pupils will essen- . 
tially remain the same in 
both schools. 


No, peer group classes will remain 


in tact, inasmuch as entire 
classes will be moved to the new 
school instead of individuals. 


Yes, kindergarten, as well as, 
pre-school facilities will be 
available. 


The "community school" becomes 
the focal point of community 
activity. 


Children, now attending school 
together, will not be separated; 
the stigma of attending "ola" 
and "new" buildings or living 
in apartments vs. homes can 
never be attached, 


There would be some vacancies, 
but it would not result in an 

empty school to be filled from 
outside the community. 


~LECAIE SCHOOL FACT SHEET 


DARY PLAN (3a) 


Draws a line splitting one 
homogeneous school community 
into 2 segments, thereby, 
decreasing effectiveness of 
community participation in 
the educational process. 


The main proponent of the 
boundary line plan ran for 
P.T.A. president and was 
defeated. 


None, it will constitute a 
duplication of the same 
inadequacies that have 
plagued Patterson in the past 
(lowering of reading levels). 


None. The plan demands the 
Setup of 2 administrative 
and facultative machineries, 
only two blocks apart. 


No. Safety factors are the 
Same under both plans. 


No, could result in Patterson 


- School being 99% black and 


Leckie School being 95%~ 
white. 


Yes, because this plan 
relocates pupils on an 
individual basis. 


Kindergarten facilities 
will be available. 


Splits the community into 
two grcups, thus, diluting 
effectiveness of either group. 


The beundary line will 
Separate schoolmates accord- 
ing to their status as 
apartment or home dwellers 
with all the social and 
psychological stigmas usually 
attached to these scparations. 


The Leckie School would be 
left virtually empty and, 
presunabdly would then be 
offerea to blacks in the 
community. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS HOBSON, etal., 
Plaintiffs , 


CARRE RUANGCENesect ale. 


) 

) 

) 

We a ) Tee Civil Action No. 82-66 

) : 

) 
Defendants. ) 


VERIFICATION 


Ey Verrano A. D. Fenwick, being first duly sworn, on oath say that Iam 
one of the plaintiffs-intervenors in the class action in the above cause and that 
I will suffer irreparable injury if the defendant Board of Education implements 
the proposed boundary line dividing the elementary school attendance area in 
which I live between the Patterson and Leckie elementary schools. The proposed 
boundary line will divide the attendance area along socio-economic and racial 
lines and my children will be deprived of an integrated education in violation of 
this court's decree of June 19, 1967 in Hobson, et al., v. Hansen, etal., 269 


F. Supp. 401 (1967). 


He | 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27 daveot silvia / 0. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
PORT TibeDiIS TRI GCTeORSCOLUMBIA 


JULIUS HOBSON, et al., 


Plaintiffs, 


MRS. ELIZABETH A. BUDD 
113 Galveston SUrCet mse Wap Aptannrd.3 
Wasnoengd Con -meDemGe 


; BOBBIE JEAN CREQUE 
[3 2Mirvingtones treet) Seaws Apt veZA 
Washimoqton =D Ge 


MR. VERRANO A. D. FENWICK 
49eGalvestonestreet ms. awe Apt. 102 
Washington, D. €., 


ALFONSO L. LOVE 
108 Galveston StLeety Srawe, ApENe202 
Washington DemGe 


MRS. DOROTHY M. MINOR 
121 Galveston Street, S. We, sApt. 20:2 
Washing ccnems) Ge 


KATHY L. SCHRADER 
i34-irvington Street, ‘S.ew., Apt. 1A 
Washington Desc. 


MR. LaVERT C. SEABRON 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., Apt. A-602 
Washington). .C- 


MRS. CAROLYN J. SMITH 
54 Galveston Street, S. W., Apt. 102 
Washington ee Desecer 


MRS. NORMA B. SMITH 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., Apt. B-306 
Washington,DC. 


WILLIAM H. SMITH 
64 Galveston Street, S. W., ADEY =SOL 
Washington, D.7Cc. 


MRS. FRANCES B. WILLIAMS 
L03 DarrangtonsStreetyac wens: 
Washington ssDemGe 


MRS. LYNNE S. WOLFF 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., Apt. A-801 
Washington, D. C. 


and 
BEVERLY A. WODDS 


L00*Galvestonyserecetyes. W., Apt. T-1 
Washington, D. C. 


Applicants for Intervention 


V. 
CARD EPASSIANSEN) -et va ly, 


Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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) 
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MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 


Pursiiantmato eRule 65), Federal Rules Of Civil (Procedure, 
and on the basis of the verified proposed Complaint in Inter- 
vention filed herein by Elizabeth Budd and others, Plaintitfes 
in Intervention hereby move that the Court issue a preliminary 
injunction enjoining the members of the District of Columbia 
Board of Education, defendants herein, from adopting or implement- 
ing the proposed Elmira Street Boundary Plan for the Patterson 
and Leckie Schools, the substance of which plan is contained in 
Exhibit A to the proposed Complaint in Intervention, and is 
annexed hereto as Exhibit Ao The*®grounds™ for this motionware 
as follows: 

ae Implementation of the proposed Elmira Street 
Boundary Plan will deprive the minor children of the Plaintiffs 
in Intervention herein of their constitutionally protected rights 
to attend schools free of economic and racial Heonintimaciion. 

2. A simple alternative proposal to the Elmira Street 
Boundary Plan has peon suggested by the Plaintiffs in Intervention 
Such alternative plan, more fully set forth in the proposed Com- 
plaint in Intervention, is administratively workable and educa- 
tionally sound and will protect the constitutional rights of all 
minor children who are elementary students in the Patterson and 
Leckie School -districts:. 

3. The composition of the Patterson and Leckie Schools 
must be determined sufficiently in advance of the opening of 
school in September to Bernie the necessary administrative 
aeels ie be worked out. 

4, The threatened adoption by the Board of Education 


of the proposed Elmira Street Boundary Plan will irreparably 
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injure the minor children of the Plaintiffs in Intervention 
herein. 


Respectfully Submitted, 


<a 
es ye (ee A Gren 


JoHn A. Bleveans 


Washington Lawyers' Committee 


fom Givils Rights sUndererary 
LO Zoe lSthe street anew. 


Washington, D...C 20005 
(202) 659-8895 


Mere Co Meet umee. ihe. 
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering 
900ML7th Street aN. we 
Wasington,= DC. m 20006 


(202) 296-8800 
Ofe-Gounse lie 


Edward B. Webb, Jr. 
900g, ,theStres teen. 
Washington;e:DveCra2 0.006 
(202) 296-8800 
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EXHIBIT A 


7 ; aw 
} \ 
PUB. .». SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT OF COL. BIA : 
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS = fi 
PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 


418 - 12TH STREET, N. W. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20004 


Junepi/7e 91970 


To the Board of Education 
of the District of: Columbia 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 


SUBJECT: LECKIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BOUNDARIES 


The new Madeline Leckie Elementary School will open-in September. 
In preparing for its opening the school administration initiated procedures 
for the establishment of school boundaries. 


Mr. “James lj. “Talbert = Director of Administrations fox Elementary 
Schools, held preliminary meetings with citizens of the Leckie School areca 
and Elementary School officials=in the spring of 1969 to begin planning 
the boundaries for the new Madeline Leckie School. 


The citizens indicated that thev wanted to set up a committee of 
community peopie incivding represeptaiives Crow the miliidry tietaiiacious 
and plan the boundaries themselves. They felt that the school represen- 
tative should serve as a consultant.) and Wir, sTalberteagreed to serve in this 
capacity. . 


The Boundary Committee met, several times and considered several different 
proposals: 


ibs That Patterson School should house grades kindergarten 
through three and that the Leckie School house a kindergarten 
and grades four, five and six. 


2 That the boundary line run north and south or parallel to 
South Capitol Terrace. 


Sas That the boundary line run east and west through Elmira 
StnCcL. 


b. That the boundary line run east and west through Danbury 
Strect, 


The Committee settled on propusal 3 and gave the people on Danbury 
Strect the privilege of voting to determine the school whichethei gechiddsen 
would attend. As a result of this vote the children on Danbury Street 
would attend the Leckie School, Thus, plan 3a is the official boundary. line. 
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Si a 
To, the Board@otarduca tones 
of the District of Columbiaye-s) 2 June 17, 1970 


The Boundary Committee presented its proposal to Elementary School 
officials in the "Board" room at the Presidential Building on February 2, 
1970, and these proposals which were accepted included the following points: 


1. That all lst and 2nd Grade pupils from the service bases attend 
the Congress. Heights Annex. 


2. That all other pupils from the Naval Base attend the Leckie 
| School, an 


3. That al] other pupils from the Air Force Base attend Patterson 
School, 


Following this presentation questions were raised by some citizens in 
the community which indicated dissatisfaction with the boundaries as recom- 
mended by the Boundary Committee. These citizens proposed that: : 

The Patterson School house grades kindergarten through three and that 
the Leckie School house a kindergarten and grades 4, 5 and 6. 


They suggested that the boundary as recommended by the committee 
divided the community into two sections in such a way that the more affluent 
area was assigned to the Leckie School while the less affluent area was 
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The Acting Superintendent -has met with the representatives of these 
two groups several times and has toured the area twice. 


He believes that the procedures of the Board of Education have been” 
followed and that the boundaries as proposed by the Boundary Committee do 
not divide the community into two distinctly different socioeconomic levels. 


The Acting Superintendent recommends that the boundaries set up by the 
Boundary Committee be approved by the Board of Education.. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Va eared fake, 


Benjamin J. Henley 
Acting Superintendent of Schools 
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EXHIBIT A 
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PUB SoCHOOES OFTHE DISTRICW OF COL, BIA 
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS / 
PRESIDENTIAL BUILDING 
415 - 12TH STREET, N. W. 
WASHINGTON. PD. C. 20004 


June 17, 1970 


To the Board of Education 
OletheebDistuietbeol Columbia 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 
SUBJECT:. LECKIE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BOUNDARIES 


The new Madeline Leckie Elementary School will open-in September. 
In preparing for its opening the school administration initiated procedures 
for the establis!..ent of school boundaries, | - 


Mr. Janes Lo Talbert, Director of Administration, for hlementary 
Schools, held preliminary meetings with citizens of the Leckie School arca 
and Elementary School officials in the spring of 1969 to begin planning 
the boundarics for the new Madeline Leckie School. 


The citizens indicated that thev wanted to set up a committee of 
community people including renresepiaiives Chow Cle military tietaliaticns 
and plan the boundaries themselves. They felt that the school represen- 
tative should serve as a consultant and Mr. Talbert agreed to serve in this 
capacity. 

The Boundary Committee met.several times and considered several different 
proposals: 


1, That Patterson School should house grades kindergarten 
through three and that the Leckie School house a kindergarten 
and grades four, five and six. 


2. That the boundary line run north and south or parallel to 
Sovth Capitol Terrace. 


3a. That the boundary line run east and west through Elmira 
Street. 


b. That the boundary line run east and west through Danbury 
Street, 


The Committee settled on proposal 3 and gave the people on Danbury 
Strect the privilege of voting to determine the school which their children 
would attend. As a result of this vote the children on Danbury Street 
would attend the Leckie School. Thus, plan 3a is the official boundary line. 


Mes 7 
- “— 


SALAARMHON. AON VAATHIALF BTHOR i708 LE 8 


a 
| ! n¥tago lie foods? eyeinsng? gs obia Yi ‘eft 
fia int notseyie alms Inodos eit. 4eny - = < at 
a seeiuk ended iio! foe zi zs y 3 an 
_ ze - 


702 HolaNS IAiRhA r64 7Od5o7i(l = 7% reds | nar Gz . 
S SoHadd a) 27 anosigis diy Pin ttson pester: al 4 eonosg 
: q fd gu Wh od COVL 20. oatsag ond ui \al a leeein foes (i828 [a Sos, 
= .earlde--> i tao.! ust! teh won SHiisge7 eos God ‘Sdy 


Stpiveo> @ Ge fou 4 botipe volt tnt, bat afhnk Tiieaeene ty 


i mage Raed eiae atl 3) oii esd, 
| alee Beetos of) daddy Gfst vent .e-l cama roi tRonNed Giese fa bas 
B ovuse G2 thes S3SClSy Wit bis 16817 vehess gee eee bipods- oyitas 


& .Ysiseqes 


% petatteces Wife 2sats Catevos jan 9 :a9s ames Cinlavied: eat 
£2 Si0907q 
Petseyroteiy salicsg sevod Yieols Loodse sowreeseenle al 
ne sated Jondee —i3loa? wits sedy bak 69144 Agaosnd 9, 
: <2e hae oF? | Sao) satanctes bos 


: 
- a “Re teilareg ™ SJ0e2 base ison cut ont eTobniod ld jee as 
) : _ —_ «ONG Cry fas fqn Ajpad 

a 
- 


: : 7 a padbnter dynos ga bar $3779 “ua onl 2 hen jou “rly “cdT ahe 


349 td2 


ee Jaa bn ieko nun stl vaahanot eats Jide ad 


ati 


Od ovre Gin © shoo Nn; no haljiualadiiiae 
f Old: Heeb) ot ugtdod. Jams iat 
pO PTE Ty wild) a> tia te Stay 


aes’ os £L iby o ehite (aaj ond rah idk hiluwws 


dog. oh 
To the Board of Education ~ : 
Of themDistryctsor Column 62 June LoiZ0 


‘The Boundary Committee presented its proposal to Elementary School 
officials in the "Board" room at the Presidential Building on February 2, 
1970, and these proposals which were accepted included the following points; 


1, That all lst and 2nd Grade pupils from the service bases attend 
the Congress Heights Annex, : 


2. That all other pupils from the Naval Base attend the Leckie 
School, , 


3. That all other pupils from the Air Force Base attend Patterson 
School, 


Following this presentation questions were raised by some citizens in 
the community which indicated dissatisfaction with the boundaries as recom- 
mended by the Boundary Committee, These citizens proposed that: ; 

The Patterson School house grades kindergarten through three and that 
the Leckie School house a kindergarten and grades 4, 5 and 6. 


They’ suggested that the boundary as recommended by the committee 
divided the community into two sections in such a way that the more affluent 
area was assigned to the Leckie School while the lesssafifluent: aveaswas 
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The Acting Superintendent has met with the representatives of these 
two groups several times and has toured the area twice. . 


He believes that the procedures of the Board of Education have been™ 
followed and that the boundaries as proposed by the Boundary Committee do 
not divide the community into two distinctly different socioeconomic levels. 


The Acting Superintendent recommends that the boundaries set up by the 
Boundary Committee be approved by the Board of Education. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Ve y, Yulee 


Benjamin J. Henley 
Acting Superintendent of Schools 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS HOBSON; setrale, 


Plaintiffs, 


MRS .“-ELIZABETH A. BUDD 
113 GalvestontsStrecet,s S.eWe, Apt. LUs 
Washington = Dome. 


BOBBIE JEAN CREQUE 
132 Irvingtonestrecty. ove We, ADC .ms2A 
Washington?) Dac. ; 


MR. VERRANO A. D. FENWICK 
49.Galveston® Street o.mW. peeaDe. L102 
Washington, D-=Ge 


ALFONSO. L. LOVE 
108 Galveston Street, S. W., Apt. 202 
Wasiianoton,mD cme. 


MRS. DOROTHY M. MINOR 
121 GalvestonvStreet, -S.eWe, Apt. 202 
Washingtony,.D.aC- = 


KATHY L. SCHRADER 
13 49 rvingeOoneotreet, eo. We mADU. LA 
Washington,DC. 


MR. LA VERT C. SEABRON 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., Apt. A-602 
Washington, D. C. . 


MRS. CAROLYN J. SMITH 
SA >Galvestonestreet mocap DeemeeLOe 
Washington, D. C. 


MRS. NORMA B. SMITH 


4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., Apt. B-306 


Washington, D.C. 


WILLIAM H. SMITH 
64¥Galveston) Street, Sam. mee Ue 0 1 
Washington; ) sac. 


MRS. FRANCES B. WILLIAMS 
F033 Darmngtonsot Lee tyro me er, 
Washingtor,. Desc. 


MRSS LYNNESS. WOLERE 
4660 Nichols Avenue, S. W., Apt. A-801 
Washington, D. C. as 


and 
BEVERLY A. WODDS 


100. GalvoestomStreetyyS. W., Apt. I-12 
Washington, D. C. 


Applicants for Intervention 
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Clvalle AGE NOM 
No. 82-66 
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MEMORANDUM OF 
POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIES IN 
SUBPORT# OF Sti 
MOTION FOR 
PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 
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Defendants. 


MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT 
OF THE> MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

1. Rule 65, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

Pa dslelejsyejat Wie ee Weisyeyay) CAG) fig Eithejon CHOBE (Umaimale, JES) . 

3. The nature of the controversy between the 
Plaintiffs in Intervention and the District of Columbia Board 
of Education is fully set forth in the proposed Complaint in 
Intervention. | 

4. The nature of the irreparable injury is set forth 
therein, as weil as in the Memorandum OE POIntSeandwAuthori ties 


in eSupportwObechesMOcVOnm—cOm@eLeayCmLOmrnCeLVvone., 


Respectfully submitted, 


Z oa Lin JA USA soles depres oo 
John A. Bleveans 
Washington Lawyers' Committee 
for Civil Rights Under Law 
T1025 5th Street, Naw. 
Washi Onan) mG sare 0.0.0.5 
(202) 659-8895 


MaxO-meLwul tte wi. 
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering 
900 17th Street, N. W. 
Washington e-D smc .mcu O06 
(202) 296-8800 


OfsCounse =: 


Bdwacdee- Webb, pub. 
900ml ChmSCreeu, a NeW 
Washingtoi,. DD. -G. 20006 
(202) 296-8800 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JUTLUSSHOBSONT sectmal 

PLlagntietse 
Civil Action No. °82=66 
CARL F. HANSEN, et al., 

Defendants. 


) 

) 

) 

) 
Vv. ) 
) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that a Coot of the Motion to Inter- 
vene, Memorandum of Points and Authorities in Support of Motion 
to Intervene, Motion for Preliminary Injunction, Memorandum of 
Points and Authorities in Support of Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction, and proposed Complaint in Intervention were sent by 
first class mail, postage prepaid, wie © se ODM iy eeu, Or 
to Hubent BY Pair; ActingsCorporatione Counsel Dem Ge mat Lormiey, 
Porsderendants muistrictmboutmding, Washington, Big TSR PANOZ 
Peter F, Rousselot, attorney for plaintiffs, 815 Connecticut ~ 
Avenue, No W., Washington, D. C2. 200067) Don R.Allen; attorney, 
for intervenors Mr. and Mrs. William Bennett, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D. C. 20005; to the defendant Board of Education in 
Care OfsGertrudesic, Williamson, Executive Secretary of the Board 
Ofsbducatlonsat e415 2the street, aN. WepeWasii moto, D Chee OU Ue 
Brentent Acting Superintendent of econ atechnesDistricusor 


Columbia; 415 512th Street, en .aw. Washington, —D.1C.. 20004 
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